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- RE: Versidn 2 of Reid Letter re Cammins-Griffin

oipP

Page 1'of 1

From: Opnson, Christopher G. [Christopher_G._ Oprison@who eop gov]
Sent: Fnday, February 23, 2007 5:22 PM
To: - Sampson, Kyle
' Subject: RE: Version 2 of Reid Letter re Cummlns-Gm‘ﬁn
Attachments: reid letter re cummins-griffin v 3 (2).doc

‘Kyle - attached Is a version with slight revisions. Fred, as 1, want to ensure that it is absolutely consistent W|th the
facts and that it does not.add to the controversy surrounding this issue. .

‘From: Sampson, Kyle [mailto:Kyle.Sampson@usdoj.gov]
Sent: Friday, February 23, 2007 2:59 PM
To: Oprisen, Christopher G.
" Subject: RE: Version 2 of Reid Letter re Cummins—anf' in .
Importance. High:

Chris, piease review this version 3.

<<reid letter re cummins-griffin v.3.doc>>

From: Sampson, Kyle

Sent: Friday, February 23, 2007 2:56 PM

To:  'Oprison, Christopher G.'

Subject: = Version 2 of Reid Letter re Cummins-Griffin

Ir;npoﬂ:ance: High

Chris, please review and (hopefully} clear at your earliest. Thanks!

<< File: reld letter re cum'mins*grifﬁn v.2.doc >>

Kyle Sampson
Chief of Staff

- .8, Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
‘Washington, D.C. 20530

(202) 514-2001 wk,

(202) 305-52889 cell
kyle.sampson@usdoj.gov

4/5/2007
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| the Judiciary Cormmittee hearing on January 18, 2007 and consequently, mischa

The Honorable Hamry Reld
Majority Leader

United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear SenatorReid:

This is in response to your letter to the Attorney ¢ General dated February 8, 2007
An identical response has been sent to the other signatories of that letter.
As an initial matter, the Dggan'men: agees ‘with the pnn(:lgle you ! sot forth in youi"
letter that “[olnce appointed, U.S. Aftorneys, perhaps more than any other public
servants, must be above politics and beyond reproach; they must be seen to enforce the
rule of law without fear or favor,” That many U.S. A d by Presidents of
both parties, have had political experience prior to their appointrment does not undermine

that principle. Your letter, howcver, contams assumptions and assertions that-are simply
erToneous. : i ‘ . :

First, your letter truncates l.he actual guote of the Attomey General's testimony at

ng scharacterizes
the statement, Jn full, the Attorney General stated: “T think Y would never, evermakea
change in a United States attorney for political reasons or if it would in any way
jeopardize an ongoing serious investigation. I just would not do i’ {emphasis added).

The Department of Justice rejects any suggestion that U.S. Attorneys were asked or

- encouraged to resign for the inappropriate “political reason” of interfering with any

" public corruption case or retaliating against a U.S. Attorney who oversaw such a case.

Second, your letter mischaracterizes the testimony of the Deputy Attorney
Géneral taken at the hearing held on February 6, 2007, The Deputy Attorney General
simply stated the Department’s view that askmg V.S, Attorney Bud Cummins to Tesign
so that Spec:al Asmstant U S. Attomey Tim anﬁn mxght have the opportumty to serve

as U S. Aftorney, and Mr. Cumrmns “may have alrcady been thinking about leaving at
some point anyway.”

Tndeed, at the time Ms. Griffin was appointed interim U. §. Aftorney in December
2006 he had far more federal prosecution experience (in the Criminal Division and in the
U.S. Attorney’s office) than Mr. Cummins did at the time he was appointed U.S.
Attorney in January 2002. Mr. Cumnmins hifnself credits Mr. Griffin with the

: estabhshment of the office’s successful gun crime prosecution initiative. And Mr. Griffin
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| has substantial military prosecution experience that Mr, Cuminins does not have. Those
who know, Mr. Griffin must concede that he brings a style of leadership and level of -

energy that could only enhance the success of a U.S, Attomey’s office. Moreover, it was
well-known, as early as December 2004, that Mr. Cummins intended to leave the office
and seek employment in the private sector. See “The Insider Dec. 30,” Ark. Times (Dec.
30, 2004) (“Cumrmins, 45, said that, with four children to put through college someday,
he’li likely begin exploring career options. It-wouldn’t be ‘shocking,” he'said, for there to
be a change in his office before'the end of Bush’s second term.”)._Finally, the Deputy

- Attorney Genperal did not state or imply that Mr. Griffin would be appointed as the U. S.
Attomney without Senate confirmation, Such a statement would be inconsisient with the

. Department’s stated position that it woglg 5t_rwc to_have each vacancy filled by a Senate-
confirmed 11.S, Altorney.

JThird, ¢ the Department does not consider the replacement of one Repubhcan Us.
Attorney by another Repubhcan lawyer who is well-qualified and has extensive
experience as a prosecator and strong ties to the district to be a change made for * political
reasons.” Mr. Cumrmns was ccnﬁ:med to serve a four-year term, which expired on -

__.I_L x...

. Although the decision to _hg_v_e_Mr Gnﬁ“m;eplace Mz, Cummins was ﬁrst
. contemplated in the spring or summer of 2006, the final decision to appoint Mr,’
Griffin to be interim U.S, Attorney in the Eastém District of Arkansas was made -
. on or about December 15, 2006, after a series of conversatxons between thg
Attomey Gencra]____c_i_,ScnatorPlyor TR T

¢ The Department of Jusuce is not aware of anyone lobbying for Mr. Griffin’s

- appointment. But, cogsistent with longstanding practice in this Admipistration,
she question of whether Mr, Griffin (who then was on active military duty in Trag)

might be considered for appointment as U.S. Attomey upon his refurn was
addressed by the Department of Justice and the White House,
 Mr, Cummins’,continued service as U.S, Adtomey was first ponmdered afier the

Dgpaﬂ.ment leamed of Mr. Cummins’ stated iiterest in posmhly resigning for 2
p_osmon in the gnvate sector, - As the Deputy Attomey General tesuﬁed this

provide a fresh start w_lth anew person in that position.” lso, a general matter, it

|
1
]
)
)
o ]

is often preferable, to the extent practicable, to appoint a permanent replacement
who has experience with and famgiliarity of the workings of the particular effice.
‘as Mr. Griffin did.
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cex

» The Department is not aware of Karl Rove playing a role in the decision to

. appoint Mr. Griffin as either on an interim or permanent bagis. ,

.ﬂ
(]

Ve appreciate the opportumity o zespond fo your mquiry.

Sincerely,

Richard A. Hertling
Acting ‘Assistant Attorney General

The Honorable Mitch McConnell
The Honorable Arlen Specter
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" US. Department of Justice

e o : :
%)% : . . Office of Legislative Affairs

—— ——— —amrm m— e mmn = A e e mrm— e weea b

Oifice of the Assisiant Attorncy General Washington, D.C. 20330
- February 23, 2007

The Honorable Charles E. Schumer
- United States Senate
Washmgton, D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Schumer

_ This is in response to your letter to the Attorney General dated February 8, 2007.
-An identical response has been sent to the other signatories of that letter.

As an initial matter, the Department agrees with the principle you set forth in your
'letter that “[ojnce appointed, U.S. Attorneys, perhaps more than any other public
servants, must be above politics and beyond reproach; they must be seen to enforce the -
_rule of law without fear or favor.” That many U.S. Attomeys, appointed by Presidents of
both parties; have had political experience prior to their appointment does not undermine
that principle. Your letter however, contams assumptions and assertions that are simply
€ITONEOUS.

First, your letter truncates the actual guote of the Attomey General’s testimony at |
the Tudiciary Committee hearing on January 18, 2007, and consequently, :
mischaracterizes the statement. In full, the Attorney General stated: *1 think I would
never, ever make a change in a United States attorney for political reasons or if it would
in any way jeopardize an ongoing serious investigation. Ijust would not do i’ (emphasis
added). The Department of Justice rejects any suggestion that U.S. Attomeys were asked
or encouraged to resign for the inappropriate “political reason” of interfering with any
public corruption case or retaliating against a U.S, Attorney who oversaw such a case.

, Second, your letter mischaracterizes the testimony of the Deputy Attorney
- General given at the hearing held on February 6, 2007. The Deputy Attorney General
simply stated the Department’s view that asking U.S. Attomey Bud Cummins to resign

_ so that Special Assistant U.S. Attorney Tim Griffin might have the opportunity to serve
as U.S. Attorney is not an inappropriate “political reason.” This is so, the Deputy
Attorney General testified, because, inter alia, Mr. Griffin is very well-qualified to serve
as U.S. Attomney, and Mr. Curnmins “may have already been thmkmg about leaving at
some point anyway.”
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The Honorable Charlm E. Schumm'
Page Two

Indeed, at the time Mr. Gnﬂ'm was appomted mtenm us. Attomey in December
2006 he had far more federal prosecution experience (in the Criminal Division and in the-
U.S. Attorney’s office) than Mr. Cummins did at the time he was appointed U.S. -
" Attorney in January 2002, Mr. Cummins himself credits Mr, Griffin with the
establishment of that office’s successful gun-crime prosecution initiative. And Mr.
Griffin has substantial military prosecution experience that Mr, Curmmins does not have,
Those who know Mr. Griffin must concede that he brings a style of leadership and level
of energy that could only enhance the success'of a U.S. Attorney’s-office. Moreover, it
was well-known, as early as December 2004, that Mr. Cummins intended to leave the
office and seek employment in the private sector. See “The Insider Dec. 30,” Ark. Times
(Dec. 30, 2004) (“Cummins, 45, said that, with four children to. put through college
someday, he’ll likely begin exploring career options. It wouldn’t be ‘shocking,’ he said,
for there to be a change in his office before the end of Bush’s second term,”). Finally, the
. Deputy Attomey General did not state or imply that Mr. ‘Griffin would be appointed as.
the U.S. Attorney without Senate eonfirmation. Such a statement would be inconsistent
with the Department’s stated position that we are committed to havmg a Senate-'
‘confirmed U.S. Attomcy in all 94 federal dxstncts

Third, the Department does not consider the replacement of one Republican U.S.
Attorney by another Republican lawyer who is well-qualified and has extensive :
experience as a prosecutor and strong ties to the district to be a change made for ¢ polmcal
reasons.” Mr. Cummins was confirmed to serve a four-year term, which expired on
January 9, 2006. He served his entire term, plus an additional year, United States
Attorneys serve at the pleasure of the President; that has always been the rule, and U.S.

- Attorneys accept their appointment with that understanding.

In answer to your specific questions:

-» Although the decision to have Mr Griffin replace Mr Cummms was first
contemplated in the spring or summer of 2006, the final decision to appoint Mr.
Griffin to be interim U.S, Attorney in the Eastern District of Arkansas was made
on or about December 15, 2006, after the Attomcy General had spoken with
Senator Pryor.

‘e The Department of Justice is not aware of anyone lobbying for Mr Griffin’s

- appointment. Consistent with longstanding Administration practice, the decision
regarding whether Mr. Griffin (who then was on active military duty) might be
considered for appointment as U.S. Attorney upon his return from Iraq was
dlscusscd and made jointly by the Department of Justice and the White House.
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The Honorable Charles E. Schumer
Page Three

cc:

As the Deputy Attomey General testified, Mr. Cummins’s continued service as
U.S. Attorney was not considered at the same time as the other U.S. Attorneys

* that the Deputy Attorney General acknowledged were asked to resign for reasons

related to their performance. As the Deputy Attorney General testified, the -
request that Mr, Cummins remgn was “related to the opportumty to ptowde a
fresh start with a new person in that position.”

The Department is not aware of Karl Rove playing any role in thc decision to
appoint Mr. Griffin. :
We appreciate the opportunity to rasﬁond 10 your inqguiry.

. Sincerely,

Richard A. Hertling
Acting Assistant Attorney General

The Honorable Mitch McComnell

~ The Honorable Arlen Specter
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ciW:NM US ATTORNEY - S A
- ' ' : . S Page {

a0 Tim Griffin [lg@gwb43.com .

_ Sent: - Monday, May 02, 2005 1:43 PM
_ To: Fahrenkopf, Leslie

Subject:  FW: NMUSATTORNEY
. Importance: High o

. Fyi as discussed -

Froms Scott Jennings j
Sant: Monday, May 02, 2005 12:29 PM
To: im Griffin - -~ -

- subjects NM US ATTORNEY
Importance: High

~ [G—here is the info you wanted on David Iglesias, the NM.US Attormney. Please let me know what else [ can do to -
_ move this process forward. 15 it too early to formulate a list of extrémely capable replacernents? There are several [ -
know personally and can recommend-—isj o N i . . .

In the fall of 2004, Bemalliflo County Sheriff Darren White turned over suspected fraudulent voter registration forms
cluding one for a 13 year old boy and his 15 year old neighbor. Additionally, the Bemalillo County Clerk turried over

.  ‘edsof additional forms suspected of being forgeries. Republican attorneys Pat Rogers and Mickey Barnett later -

turmed over scores imore. ‘ ' - ' , o e -

" -Most of these suspicidu.-;i. f'pnns. bore the names of the régi_lsu-a:s_.-_ MOreover, the gmup responsible for some of thie more

" egregious forgeries, ACORN, admitted in the press to submitting them.

" In a discussion with GOP attorneys, U.S. Attorney David Iglesias claimed he was told by “DC leadership” not to.
prosecute. Against the utging of Republicans, Iglesias formed a task force and named Secretary of State Rebecca Vigil-
- Gironto it Vigil-Gizon, a partisan Democrat, had repeatedly stated to the-press that voter fraud only exists in the '
imaginations of Republicans. Ttic creation of a bogus task force took much of the steam out of the movement to get to
the bottom of the voter fraud issue. Unsurprisingly, the task force announced. it would take no action until after the
. election and gave a green light for the 527 groups to continue their unscrupulous activities. . . -

During the provisional vote qualifying process post-election, hundreds of incidents inirolviﬁg double-voting, voting in
_the place of another, and other voter fraud incidents were documented and turned over to the task force. The task force
‘also publicly stated that it received hundreds of additional complaints directly from the public.

. .:_-nf‘on,urgate!y, even after the election, Iglesias announced that the task force was being disbanded and thcre' would be no
p;osecuno_n-’sj. - .

It confinues to be the opinions of the County Sheriff and GOP Iz_iwyérs that numerous cases of voter fraud can be made
and are h!ghly'prosgcutab]e. The director of the Bernalilto County Clerk’s otfice has also privately conveyed his dismay
- with the lack of intérest from the US Attorney’s office in pursuing thése cases, - o S
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N Jm:  Miers, Harnet .
. Sent: . Thursday, June 09; 2005 4~19 M
To: . Fahrenkopf Lesﬂe ‘

Sub]ect RE

| betieve the dec:suan is to let his 4 years run and then appomt someane else if thls ls the nght case.’

. - ——— f—— e s iea Lt —————— st .

From. Fahrenkopf, L&slle . :
Sent: Thursday, June 09, 005 3: 44 PM _
S Tt Miets; Harriet'. - :

N qu:lect. Fw

- Harrlet' .

."'

Justwa ted t6 fallowu on thls |tem to seef ou f - ' .
:1 "mefegmers - NNL p: O ‘ if you wan e.d te take anvy.action Y‘ou‘ll recéﬂ thatthls 1s the mdwadual whms ruffii

» Thanks~ o

" festie =
--—-Orlglnat MeSSag o
. From: Fahrenkepf, Lesile
- Sant: Thursday, May 12, 2005 11: 30 AM
¥ 'Vllers, Harriet : )

Por dur conversation lastweek regarding the .S, Attomev o e Woies BavicHiiddios, | ddihi : PR
: te-ch

“egnfirmation-and appointient. ‘He was confirmed Ogtdber 11, 2001 and sppdinted gy the l!’re;gent onecokeod the1céatzeos of Igte
 alsa aSREd me to-rermind you o °he¢" the “chart" grading. U S, attomeys an their Pe:fonﬁance ' et 0t. ¢

Thanks -
LAF

HICOI
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. rom; " Tim anﬁn [tg@gwb43 com]

Sent: . ' Tuesday, June 28, 2005 11:47 AM
To: ‘ - Fahrenkopf, Leslie
Subject: - RE: Nm us atty

.That is Eine. Thank'you'leslie. I appreciate-it. T@

Cm e rlglnal Message----- ‘
-From: Fahrenkopf Leslie [mailto Leslle Fahrenkcpf@who eop. gov]
_Sent: Tuesday, June 28. 2005 11:46 AM -
Ta: Tim Griffin _
-ubJect. RE: um ug atty

. Ha ias on: TYhEadar screen. I ralsed it thh Harr1at a few weekd ago and she would" like tol
wralt, unc; a8 term. is up:xﬂ October 2&05 If you think it merits an uher
,nxth her, let: e kﬂow. A ) ) g c§nversat;on
i 0r1glnal Mesaage—-—ﬂ—f . .
From: Tim @riffin [mallta-tg@gwb43 ;com]s
Sent'r Tuesday, June 28; 2065 11: 35 AMo
To: Fahrenkopf, Leslie )
Subject: FW Ny us atty

-

. T+~ “he NM US Attorney even on your ‘radar screen? I think we discussed
pgrformance at gotme point. See below. Thanka. Td

3”---4dt1g1nal Message----- :
rrom.,Txm Griffinw_ -

VSubject- REr Nm ua‘atty

e ‘hear ygu. It may not" be that easy though. The pregident ‘has to want
. to get rid of h;m; I will ask counael s; office to see if it LS even in
;contemplatlon. ‘ - : ‘

" -----Original Message-—ﬁ--'
From: Scotk Junnings S -
" Sent: Tueaday, June 28, 2005 11:34 AM
To: Tim Griffim P
aub]ect Nm us atty -

[ would really like to move: forward with getting rid of NM- USATTY. I was
with CODEL this morning and they are really angry over his lack oE B
action on voter fraud- stuff. Iglesias has done nothing. We are getting
killed out ‘there. .

"I. acott Jennlngs

- ~ggeciate Director ! ' _

“White House Office of Polltlcal Affairs ‘
q]ﬂnnLngsmgwb43 com .

&
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.. [érooked elections.

From: = - Karl Rove

“Seat: Tuesday, August 09, 2005 5:05 PM
To: _ . * Tim Griffin.
Subject: s Re: US Atty - NM

Talk to thercounsel‘s 6ffice.

————— briginal Message-—%-Q

From: Tim Griffin <tg@gwb43 com>

“Tar Karl Rove <KR@georgewbush.com>; Sara Taylor <st@gwb43 com>
*CC: Seott: Jennings <SJenn1ngs@gwh43 com>
- Sent: Tue Aug 09 16:49:24.2005

: Sub]ect. RE: US Atty - KM

. have discussed this issue with the counsel's offlce I Hlll‘r

: . aise with them agai
Last S:me T spoﬁe with thﬁm they were aware of the 1&sue and: they were seemed. toghen
COHSL ring a change on their own.

Thanks, G ! Ar T W1ll mention‘agaln unless I.am. 1nstructed OtherWLSe.

From: Allen Weh - o St
Seat: Tuesday, Rugust .09, 2005 4:4€ pM

To: Scott Jennings . ) : : o ‘ ‘

Cc: Karl Rove; Sara Taylor, Tim Griffin; Bell, Steve (D P
Subject: US Atty - M- o SRR (Domenici)

:We discussed the need to replate the Us: Atty'ln.NM severai manths a o.

. 'Fraud at thé RNC meeting last week reminded me of how important thlg pogzelzrtgftg?sVOtgr
.issue, and pronmpted this follow up. As. you -are. ‘aware the incumbent, David Igle51as has
failed mlserably in his-duty to prosecute veter  fraud. To be. perfectly candid,. he ;as
"misslng in actlon“ during the last elEctlon, Just as he was 1n the 2002 elecélon cycle

. -'I an adVLSed hla term expires, or is renewed, 1n October It is res
B . ectfull r
. that strong’ consideration be given to replac1ng h1m at thlS point.,pA of equested

We are only oné.of two etates thusrfar to create a HAVA dl
i 2 on . _ : rector on the state GOP st
-dnd winning the Secretary of State and AG offices. next year are at the top 0f our aff
- priorities. If we can get a new US Atty that takes voter'fraud seriously, .combined w1th
.these other 1n1tiatives we" ll make Safme real progress in cleaning up-a. state notorlous for

-.’ . ) . . . : . .. - F

Alleq-

HIC 000;17
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From: ~ Karl Rove {KR@georg_ewbush.com] .

Tt - . Monday, October 02, 2006 8:51 PM
P - Miers, Harriet L S
Subject: . -Fw: Possible corruption in building of jail, courts is new focus

Domenici is calling me about the USA for New' Mexico

From: Mickey Barnett
To: Karl Rove 7 _ . _ o _ A B
CC: pjre 7 : SR i Scott Jennings; Steve Bell

Sent: Mon OCt 02 20:45:36 2006 : S
.Subject: Posgible corruption in building of jail, courts is new focus

1

Karl

This article confirms what I mentioned Saturday. An FBI -agent told me more -than six.
months ago that their investigation was dopne and been turned over to the U.S Attorney a
‘long time ago. He said agents were totally frustrated with some even trying to get out of
New Mexico. I cam put you or anyone you designate with lawyers knowledgeable about the ys
. .Atty;office-jlncluding lawyers -in the-office—-that.will-show how poorly ie.is being run.-

Tcot’t Jennings was kind enough to set up an appointmént at the Justice Department several

‘ths ago where Pat Rogérs and I laid all this out. I hope Justice can now be persuaded
. send out some cracker jack prosecutor and perhaps promote Iglesias to a Justice.
department position. i T - - L :

‘ago on, the clear Acorn fraudulent voter registritions. We were told it would look to

'politicalv to indict anyone that close to the election. Then we never heard anything
. else. : o ' ? C B R : . )

We. still await the results of the taSk'forcé'Igieéiaé{conveﬁédiﬁbout Ehig_time-two'years

Miqkey :

With Vigil case ever, inyestigators‘mdve on
_Possible éorruption-in building of jail, coiurts is new fodus

By <http://www.abqtrib;com/staff/kateénaShl> Kate Nash ( : ’
<http://www.abqtrih-Com/staff/kate—nash/contath> Contact) Originally published 08:27
a.m., October 2,.2006 Updated 01:11 p.m., October 2, 2006 . . -

the trial of former state Treasurer Robert Vigil complete, the U.S. Attofne?'s'Officé
n... has time to devote to a corruption case that could exceed- Vigil's in prominence,
- complexity and profile. . - . ; : :
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The FBI said Sunday it has forwarded the offlce a "whlte cdollar, public‘corruptiou=typey

"It's baslcally w1th them, " sald FBI spokesman B111 Elwell FAs'farfas I know, we've
qmpleted our 1nvestlgatlon . '

nnat'yg "1t"?

Promlnent offlcials are mum, though 1nsiders have 1nd1cated the case may be a doozy in a
gtate already well-~ acqualnted with corruptlon allegatlons against publlc offlcials.

Here s what's publlcly known about the case, one that surfaced earller thls year-'

"The FBI has asked state or other offic1als for 1nformat10n about constructlon of the Metro
Court in Albuquerque._

:The atate Auditor's Offloe,_meanwhlle, has asked for documents from Bernalillo County as
part of its inquiry into "procurement issues" in building -the Metropolltan Detentlon .
Center. The offlce has turned those documente over to the FBI. ‘

.~ The Auditor's Offlce also asked the county for iuformatiqn about constructiOn'eoets,of'fhe :
'~state DlBtIlCt Courthouse. ) : S S
And,. the FBI has’ queatloned at’ least one former Bernallllo County off1c1a1 about .
.allegatlone that scomeone gave former‘etate Sen. Manny Aragon, an Albuquerque Democrat

money ‘to ensure  a certain contractor got work at the Metropolltan Detentlon Center

- "The insinuation was that becauee he was pre91dent pro tem. of the Senate, we would cave in
-order to get a favorable result from him, * former County Manager Juan vigil said in July

Vlgll sald that was not the.case.
“ragon, from 2004 untll July, was the presldent of New Mexico. nghlands Univer31ty 1n Lag
*gas. A member of the state Senate for 23 years, and president from 1988 to 2000, he
repted a $200,000 contract buyout  Eor leav1ng ‘the Highlands post. Highlands officials
_‘ted unhapplness with’ hls job performance as the reasgon for hlB departure.
Aragon, when reached at home'Sunday, decllned to comment: .

wlth the case at the U.S. Attorney's offlce, another pressing Question ie'when the offioe
"will take action. - . i C . : :

The: offlce is comlng of £ months of work on the latest of two, Robert Vlgll trlale, the‘

.~3second of which ended Saturday with the jury acquitting him on 23 counts and finding him

f_gullty on one, attempted extortxon The flrat tr1a1 ended with .a hung jury in May
"They have been busy," Elwell said. "1 know they have not been able to address 1t "

A spokeeman for the offlce could. not be reached for ‘comment- Sunday

POllthal insiders sgay that 1f the main suspects are Demoorats, the shoe could drop before
the Nov. 7 electlon : - . - .

If there are Republlcans in the mix, the office mlght want to av01d an "October surprisev
"and seek lndlctments later, political observers-say. . ' o

'Gov. Bill Rlchardson, when asked Frlday how -cgncerned he 15 about p0931b1e upcomlng
indictments in the jail and courthouse progects, said, "I really regret it! I.don't kndw
when they are happenlng.“ - o '
-Richardson said the,FBI has not asked him anything aboututhe investigation

t he sald he's made an effort te get state laws changed to better deal- w1th corruption,
ndea that.lawmakers w111 conslder in sesszon next year.

Allegations of.corruptlon-on the state Distriet Court project emerged in a lawsuit filed
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in 2002 bketween businesg partﬁers-Harvey Béél énd'Raul Parra.

. Peel sued his associates in four.combanieé,'includihg P2RS Group,lInc.,Léﬁd'Tédhndldgiés
ggs;bb1ﬁlted, claiming they were invelved in racketeering activitiEs,'incIuding'illegal
"~ kickbacks. S e R IRt

0 testimony For tqé ?aSE,‘Peellsaid Tecﬁnologieé West was paid $160,000 for work ohvthe
surthouse. His lawsuit alleges the company submitted invoices for services or goods not
provided, or "for amounts far in exdess of the reasonable value of such services and - -

. goods, with the intent to deceive or cheat the state of New Mexico."®

out of~the'$160.000,.tvo checks - totaling $50,000 - were made out for cash. That wag the
‘same amount as a puzzling éntry - "Manny - 50,000 in Technologies West's books, Peel
testified. . N . : _ - ; 7 R

_ Aragon has denied accepting any bribe from Technologies Wést, Parra or Peel.

. In a Nov. 19, 2002 depoéition in the Peel case, Aragon-said he had never heard of Tech
West. L . ST . S o .

Aragon .said in a_Nﬁv;‘lBL 2002 depoqitionithaé he provided legal services to P2RS. Peel
testified Aragon got a”$2D¢QGO‘anqual retainer, according to court documents. .’ -

In b@her'doéumeptatfrom the 2002 lawsuit, a gbntractor.ngmed.gleh Perkal tells Kow he tock
) Qrgcautlo?s.tq brotect his company, Integrity Networking Systems, when he was told by a -
court official to hire Technologies Wgat'asfa subcnntractoylf0rztequommuﬁicabions work at’

‘the state District. Courthouse.

- Before he struck Ehe.deai,'Perkalvsaidfhe'wanﬁed the -court's reﬁuest in writing to,protEctQ'
-hig company "¥iom somgbody comiirg in and gaying that the money didn't need to be spent . ox

" that work didn't need to be done or whatever. Basically, it alleviated us-of: the

responsibility. for, you know,. adding that cost into the contract or worrying about what it
was - really being used for.* ' : : _ . .o ST

1-Sept. é5, 2009,—Pérkal'agparently'gqt'what he waﬁted. ¥ letﬁéi signed by Céuft
“ministratoxr Bennina Armijo-Sisneros specified thatATEChnologies-WESt should be awarded
+ work. o . s ' o : '

Perkal's part of?the_courthou53 contrathwas $4Db10901 plus $160,000. for Techhologies
West, according to court documentsg. ° : . T o -

In his testimony, Perkal said he didn't work on the Metro Court project because Court
Administrator Toby Martinesz wouldn't . put a similar arrangement with Technologies West in
‘writing. - . . ' S I : U - :

Perka;rsaid‘he called Parta and "told him we cbuldh't_db—the project the way He wanted ug
" to do it}_y;th all of this extra money involved,- because we were concerned that somebody
»:would £ind out; that we would get .in trouble." - . S '

,'Perkal'hlgd.said'"somewhereAin the neighborhood. of a million and a- half dollars" was the
‘difference between the two proposals he had pPrepared, then withdrew, for wérk on Metro

- C(.?Jurt. ‘ L ) : ) . . ) - -+

&

Mickey D. Barmett

~0S Wyoming NE :
juquerque, -NM 87112 .

» 275.3200

L .338..  pdirect
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CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

he-information contained in this electronic mail tranamission-and-its.attachmentﬁ;may be

-privileged and confidential anrd protected from disclosure. If the reader of this message..
'is. not the intended recipient (or an.individual responsible for delivery of the message to
such person), you are strictly prohibited from copying, disseminating or distributing this
comminication. If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender -
immediately and destroy all electronic, paper or other versions. No representation is made
‘by the sender that this communication is virus-free and it is used at the intended . _
recipiént’s sole risk. Thank you. , o :

‘
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" Sunday, April 15, 2007 .

Domenici Sought Igles1as Ouster

| By Mike Gaﬂagher ,
Copyright © 2007 Albugnerque | aumal Jonrnal Investigative quorter '

Former U.S. Attorney David Iglesias was fired aftet Sen.
Pete Domenici, who had been unhappy with Iglesias for some
time, made a personal appeal to the Whlte I—Iouse the Journal
- has learned. - '
. Domenici had complamed about Iglesias before, at one point
- going to Attorney General Alberto Gonzales before taklng his
| request to the president as a last resort. \

- The seniot senator from New Mexico had listened to
criticism of Iglesias going back to 2003 from soutces ranging
from law enforcement officials to Republican Party activists.

~ Domenici, who submitted Iglesias' iame for the job and
guided him through the confirmation process in 2001, had tned
“at various times to get.more white-collar crime help for the U.S:
Attorney's Office— even if Iglesias didn't want it. |
- At one point, the six-tetm Republican senator tried to get |
. Iglesias moved to a Justice Depattment post in Washmgton |
D.C,, but Iglesms told Justice officials he wasn't interested.

In the spring of 2006, Domema told Gonzales he wanted
Iglesias out.. | -

" Gonzales refused. He told Domemc1 he Would fire Igle31as
only on otders from the president. - : .

At some point after the election last Nov. 6 Domenici called
Bush's senior political adviser, Karl Rove, and told him he
- wanted Iglesias out and asked Rove to take his request directly
- to the president.

- Domenici and Bush subsequently had a telephone

conversation about the issue.

1of5 - _ﬁ\ | - , ' 5/10/2009 4:14 PM
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The conversation between Bush and Domenici occurred
. sometime after the election but befote the fitings of Iglesms
- and six other U.S. attorneys wete announced on Dec. 7.

Iglesias name first showed up on a Nov. 15 list of federal
prosecutots who would be asked to resign. It was not on a
similar list prepared in October.

- The Journal confirmed the sequence of events through a

vatiety of sources familiar with the ﬁmng of Iglesias, including
sources close to Domemm The senatot's office declined
comment _

‘The House and Senate Judl(:lary committees are mvesngatmg_
Igles1as firing as we]l as the dlstmssals of six other U.S.

- attorneys. _
- Gonzales, the embattled attorney general whose job is ]Jkely o
~ in the balance, is scheduled to testify Tuesday before the Senate
Judiciary Committee. 3
~ Senate and House Democrats have focused on a telephone
o call Domenici made to Iglesias in October. |
Iglesias testified before the congressional committees that
. Domenici called him at home and asked if indictments were
imminent in a public corruption investigation of Albuquerque's
Metropolitan Courthouse construction. Iglesias told him . “
indictments were not expected anytime soon.
| Iglesias testified that Domenici said, "I'm very sorry to hea:r
- that." And then hung up.
~ Iglesias said he felt ' pressured" and ' Vlolated" by 'the
telephone call but did not report it to Justice Department
- headquatters as required.
- Domenici has admitted and apologlzed for making the call,
but he denied pressuring Iglesias. He has also said he didn't
- mention the election.
Democtrats have accused Domenici of attempting to
~ influence the outcome of 2 tight congressional race between
incumbent Republican Heather Wilson and former state
Attorney General Patticia Madrid. Wilson won the election by

2 of S . o _ o © . 5/10/2009 4:14 PM
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fewer than 900 votes. ,
| Iglesias could not be reached for comment. He was
- reportedly out of the country on Navy duty. |
A spokesman for Domenici's office said they wete not
ptepated to comment at this time. |
Looking for a paper trail

" Exactly how Iglesias’ name came to be included on'a Nov.
15 list of U.S. attorneys to be fired has been a mystery House
and Senate Democrats have been trying to unravel.
~ 'Thete ate gaps in documents provided to Congress by the
Justice Department about the ﬁrmgs and other records are
severely redacted. -
- Gonzales' former chief of staff, Kyle Sampson said he
" couldn't give a reason for Iglesias' fiting during his testimony
- befote Congtess last month. He did say thatif a U.S. attorney
~ wasn't succeeding politically, he wasn't succeed]ng |
- Documentation that has been turned over to Congress
| doesn t indicate problems with- Iglesms performance from the
Department Justice point of view. -
The documents reveal Domenici called Gonzales and hlS |
deputies on several occasions in 2005 and 2000.
- In one undated memo, a Gonzales aide wrote, "Domemc1
says he doesn't move cases," in reference to Iglesias.
~ New Mexicans who compla,med directly to the Justice =
- Department about Iglesias said they learned he was held in h1gh
" regard by Gonzales and his staff.
. At least one memo shows Iglesias was offered a job heading
* the Executive Office of U.S. Attomeys in Washington, D.C.
Iglesias turned the job down.
That job offer, accordmg to several soutces, was made at the
| proddmg of Domenici. ,
 According to sources, Iglesias was also consideted for Us.
attorney for Washington, D.C., and other adrmrnstratlve posts
at department headquarters.
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Iglesias fxras appatently unaware that Domenici was unhappy
with his job performance whén he turned those jobs down.
White-collar crime

In September 2005, Iglesias announced the arrests of state

Treasurer Robett Vigil and his predecessor, Michael Montoya,

on extortion charges. Both are Democtats in a state whete -
Democrats control the Legislature and most statewide offices.

Republicans who had complained about political corruption
in the state for years saw an opportunity to do more than
-complain And this was an issué with political traction.

‘The point man would be Iglesias. |

During one of his few news conferences while U.S. attorney,

- Iglesias called political corruption "endemic"” in New Mexico.

- The FBI also put a high priority on public corruption,
nammg it its top priority behind terrotrism.
According to Justice Department memos turned over to

~.congressional investigators, Domenici approached Iglesias in

late 2005 and asked if he needed additional: prosecutors for
cotruption cases.
“Iglesias, accordmg to the memo, told Domemm he didn't

- need white-collar crime prosecutors He needed prosecutors for
' Hnnngratton cases. :

Domenici was disappointed in the response. After that , |
convetsation, Domenici decided he would try to get Iglesias

help, whether Iglesias wanted it or fot,

In 2006, Domenici asked Gonzales if he could find

additional experienced white-collat ctime prosecutors to send
-to New Mexico. Gonzales had a number of prosecutors who

were finishing the ENRON prosecutlons and wete quite
experienced at complex white-collar ctime cases. =

None was sent here. :

Within Iglesms own office, prosecutors suggested moving
mote attorneys into the White Collar Ctime-Public Cotruption

section in 2005 because the FBI was developing more cases and

3/10/2009 4:14 PM
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leads than the section could handle in a timely fashion.
Iglesias was initially enthusiastic about the idea but didn't
follow through after consulting senior staff.
- Treasurer's Office scandal |

Montoya and others pleaded guilty in the Treasurer's Office

scandal. Vigil went to trial in Aptil 2006. After more than five -

weeks, a mistrial was declared. Several jurors said one holdout

prevented conviction on at least some chatges.

The second trial in September ended in one conviction on -
attempted extortion and acqmttal on 23 counts, V1g11 has been

: sentenced to 37 months in ptison.

After the first trial, then—Attornefy General Madnd indicted
key prosecution witnesses in the federal case based on theit
testimony. She said Iglesias hadn't been tough enough in

.cutting plea deals and hadn't worked out an agreement with her

office.
Asa result one key witness refused to testify i in the second

 trial.

- Diuring this time, the mUCh——publicized COufthouse |
investigation was essentially put on the shelf, The lead
prosecutor in the U.S. Attotney's Office was handling both the
Vigil trials and the courthouse investigation.

Delays in the courthouse case led to frustration among
Republicanis who had tried to make Madrid's track record on

- ethics and corruption cases an issue in ‘the Madrid-Wilson race.

Inchctments in the courthouse case were announced last
month '

All content copyright © ABQJournal.com and Albuquerque ]ournal and may not be republished
" without permission. Requests for permission to republish, or to copy and distribute must be '
obtained at the the Albuquerque Publishing Co. Library, 505-823-3492,

. Back to story page
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Sent: Tuesday, Cctober 24, 2006 7:27 PM

“rom; ‘ Raul Damas =~ - _ : E .' -
sent: 10/24/2006 7:29:46 PM .-

. }'o: Jennings, Jeffery S. Jeffery_S._lennings@who.eop.gov;

. Subject: RE: re: our call -

What do you want me to do? I'm riot sure how | can interface with him.

That tink is new dead. by the way.

From: Jenmngs, Jeff&ty S, Ima:lto Jeffery_ﬁ _Jenmngs@who.eop gov]

To: Raui Damas
Subject: FW: re: our cali o -

From: Miers, Harriet - ’
‘Sent: Tuesday, Octaber 24, 2(}06 2 50 PM.
To: Jennings, Jeffery S.

Subjeact: RE re: our call

Perhaps this presents a different situation where the US Atty can knock it down because !he arhc!a impugns his conduct ol hus

" office, thibainiereshng to see.

- yroms Jennings, Jeffery s,

} nt: Tuesday, October 24, 2006 2:35 PM
st Miars, Harriet ’
Subject: RE: re: our call -

' FYI1 - hitting biogs now: _
" ttp:/fwww Joftydonkey,com/article/133/breaking-us-attomey-sitting-on-renz}

From: Miers, Harriet

" Sent: Tuesday, October 24, 2006 1:25 PM - : o - i
"Tos Jennings, Jefferv 5. ] : . o . -

-Subject: RE: re; our cail

Scott, Fjust finished speaking with Paul McNulty. Ha said what we suspected he would. Ha has baen contacted by a number c;f

'.frustratad members of the Congrass asking why people can't be vindicated In the svent nothing is going on.” He acknowledged .

that the situation is frustrating, but reiterated their posmon that they cannot confirm or deny the existenca of an invesligation. He

" said the AG did an interview last week to pat things in as good 3 perspective as possibie by explaining that no one should bae .

tafking and that a tefusal to deny shoeuld be given no. meaning beyond that Justice does not admit or deny the existence of any
_mvesugatmn 1 observed that at some point, ippmediately preceding an election, unultibuted statements about the existence of an
investigation was rankly unfair. He is continuing to think about the situation, but [ did not get a fot of encourageniant that lhe'! will

- daviate from nermai coursa.

Eram: Jeénnings, chfery S.
nty Tuesday, October 24, ZUUb 12: 56 PM -
Miers, Harriet, .
j:ject: re: our call
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The persan | called you about said the USATTY if his area, as well as the local F B office, said they wera unaware of any
investigation. _ . . S - e :
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Inquiry on Renzi: Reai deal or campaign trickery?
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Justice official cautions not to jump to conclusions about investigation

Dennis Wagner and Billy House
The Arizona Republic
Cct. 26, 2006 12:00 AM

The scenario is a familiar one to state and federal prosecutors during election season:

As the day for casting ballots draws near, a political operative files a complaint alleging criminal
misconduct by the opposing candidate. Investigators, with a respensibility to determine whether
the allegalions have merit, open an inguiry,

= Cokumnists

Arizona Re public The op _lhen tips off journalists that the candidate is the target of a ciminal inquiry.

« Print Edifion advertisement

e — And, finally, reporters find a law enforcement official, usually

‘% 1 6 Mon*hs; anonymous, who confirms that the candidate fs under

v No Payma{ﬁs investigation,

M’M_ ., orupto b ion: 13 that what h d to U.S. Rep. Rick Renzi

§£ecial R?f_?ﬁi., 31 ,000 Rebate ;i:‘s:::gon. s that what happened to U.S. Rep. Rick Renzi

Register to Vote when yoo purchoss any

— qualifying Trane XLi . . -

En Espaitol between March 16 and Or is there substance to the scrutiny, reports of which began

r Politica Juhe 13, 2008." emanating from bloggers and have since been reported by

= Internacional mainstream news organizations?

Trﬂ he.com A Justice Department officiat in Washingten, D.C., confirmed a
“preliminary inquiry” of allegations about Rendi. The official also
TRANE - cautioned Wednesday that initia! media reports contained
St A significant inaccuracies. The official said the Justice
Bkt B ftep At Department contacled at least two newspapers Wednesday

about "chunks of stuff in their stories thal's wrong.”
In an interview Wednesday, Renzl, a two-term Republican
lawmaker from the 1st Congressicnal District, said he had done
nothing wrong. He accused his Democratic opponent, Ellen

Simen, or her supporters of frying to manipulale the campaign.

*| think that my opponent has deliberately misused the proloén!s
of the Justice Department 11 days out fram the campaign to
smear me and smear my father and my family,” Renzi said.

Simen spokesman David Flaks called Renzi's claim "palently
false" and "absurd."

"We'te leaming of this stuif like everyone else, through the
press,” Flaks said.

David Mark, a political anatyst and author of the book, Going
Dirty: The Ant of Negative Campaigning, said that complaints
filed about candidates shorlly before Election Day are used as
a campaign technique.

"This is an old stary,” he said.

Aithough Mark does not know enough details to say whether
Renzi's activities merit investigation, he said, “obviously, the timing is real suspicious.”

And whoever leaked news of the inquiry, he said, "wanted it out there before the election.”

Renzi's lawyer, former Arizona Attorney General Grant Woods, said he will ask the Justice
Depariment to identify and fire anonymous sources within federal law enforcement,

"Fhe Justice Department has to find out who did this,” Woods sald. "'m goling to ask them to
investigate who leaked this because it's patently unfair and against their own policies,”

Details vary about the focus of the inguiry. Some say prosecutors are looking at a land-swap
deal invelving Renz and a former business partner. Others say investigators have targeted his
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sponsorship of a bill that may have indirectly benefited a company that employs his father,

Both of those issues have been ralsed in past media reports and by watchdog groups such as
Citizens for Responsibility and Ethics in Washington, which twice has listed Renzi as among the
"most cormupt members of Congress.” ’

Renzi on Wednesday denied any wrongdoing and said he acted both with "pure intentions” and
in the public interest.

The Justice Department official in Washington would not discuss the nature of the inquiry into
Rend,

"Fhis Is not a welk-developed investigation, by any means,” the official said. "Atip comes into
the depariment. The department is obligated to foliow up . . . and we do that. People are
assuming there is evidence of some crime,” even though that is not necessarily true.

The federal official would not discuss whether the Justice Depariment was being manipulated
for political purpeses.

. However, ihe officlal said it is unusual for the department to publicly acknowledge concems

about the accuracy of media reports, "Be careful,” the official said. " can confirm to you a very
early investigation. But ! want o caution you not to chop this guy's (Renzi's) head off."

In Arizona, a Democratic Party figure was among the first to alert reporters to the inquiry. Simon
has posted dinks to blogs and news articles about the issue on her campaign Web site. Butitis
unclear whether political operatives were merely passing on information damaging to the GOP

incumbent or playing a deeper role.

Woods said he understands the dilemma facing U.S. Attomey Paut Charlton because Woods
was in the same position as attorney general when complaints were filed against candidates
during election seasen. '

“I'm sure it's a diterama for the press, as well," he said, "because you don't want fo be used
either way. . , . But this leak is clearly to influence an election.”

An indication of whether the inquiry is affecting ﬁ'le race could come in the next few days, if the
national Democrats start to pour maney Into Simon's race.

"All he can do is get his side of the story out,” Mark said of Renzi.

Reporter Jon Kamman contributed to this article. Reach the reporter at
dennis.wagner@arizonarepublic.com or {602} 444-8874,
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Delays 1n Renm Case Raise More Gonza]es Questlons

By JOHN R. WILKE and EVAN PEREZ

WASHINGTON -- Asmidterm elecnons approached last November, federal investigators in Arizona faced unexpected
obstacles in getting needed Justice Department approvals to advance a corrupuon investigation of Republican Rep
Rick Renzi, people close to the case said. . .

The delays, which postponed key approvals in the case until after the election, raise new questions about whether
Attorney General Alberto Gonziles or other officials may have weighed political issues in some investigations. The
Arizona U.S. attorneythen overseeing the case, Paul Charlton, was told he was being fired in December, one of eight
federat prosecutors dismissed in the past year. The dismissals have trlggered a wave of eriticism and caIls from '
Congress for Mr. Gonzales to resign. '

Investigators pursuing the Renzi case had been seeking clearance from senior Justice Department officials on search
warrants, subpoenas and other legal tools for a year before the election, people close to the case said.

The Justice Department denied any foot-dragging in the Renzi case. "There was no such delay,” said Bryan Sierra, a
spokesman. Mr., Gonzales has said none of the firings of U.S. attorneys was related to corruption cases, and that the
department is committed to pursuing such cases. Public-corruption staffing and prosecutions natlonwzde have
1ncreased during his tenure.

Sen. Charles Schumer (D., N.Y.), a Judiciary Commitiee member who has called for Mr. Gonzales's reslgnatlon said
his panel is planning to pursue whether the Renzi case was a factor in Mr. Charlton's firing. "I'm not saying there's
evidence and I'm not making allegatlons," Mr. Schumer told reporters Monday. "But it's somefhmg we should lock

into."

: Comp!ex investigations commonly take a year or more, and it isn't known what issues figured in the Renzi case, Many
details remain shrouded in the secrecy of a Tucson grand jury that has been at work since last year. Court filings
remain under seal. The precise sequence of events likely won't become public unless formal charges are filed.

But the investigation clearly moved slowly: Federal agents opened the case no later than June 2005, yet key witnesses
didn't get subpoenas until early this year, those close to the case said. The first publicly known search - a raid of a
Renzi family business by the Federal Bureau of Investigation -- was carried out just last week. ’

Mr Renzi is the subject of a criminal inquiry into land deals, among other things. The Wall Street J ournal reported last
week that federal agents are focusing-on a $200,000 cash payment Mr. Renzi received from a former business partner
in 2005 following a land sale that was to be part of a proposed government land-exchange bill.

Alawyer for Mr, Renzi, Grant Woods, has denied any impropriety and said that the money was repayment of a debt,
not a kickback. In a statement last night, Mr. Renzi denied wrongdoing, calling recent stories about the investigation

"conjecture and false attacks” and saying that "none of them bear any resemblance to the truth.” But he said he intends
to "take a leave of absence™ from all of his committee posts, including the natural-resources committee and House
intelligence panel.
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Norm ally, local U.S. attorneys may seck court approval for warrants and wiretaps without Washington's approval. But -
the Renzi case -- like many that involve members of Congress -- is being handled jointly by the local U.S. attorney and
the department s public-integrity section. In such cases, a senior department official must approve requests for
wiretaps and warrants and other formal legal steps.

People briefed on_the case said investigators in Arizona asked Washington for clearance -- among other tools - fora
wiretap of Mr, Renzi's telephones, a highly unusual step-against a sitting member of Congress, months before Election
Day. The wiretap eventually was approved, and was in place by late October, these people said.

On Oct. 26, just days before the election, two political Web sites carried the first public word of the prbbe In
- subsequent news accounts, an unidentified Washington law-enforcement official described the matter as
prellmmary Few details emerged, but the leak disrupted prosecutors' wiretap,

Meanwhile, Mr. Renvi, first elected to Congress in 2002, was fighting to hold on to his seat. In September, President
Bush hosted a fund-raiser in Scottsdale on his behalf. About the same time Mr. Charlton was added to a list of ‘
prosecutors "we should now consider pushing out,” wrote Mr. Gonzales's then-chief of staff, Kyle Sampson, in a Sept.
13, 2006, email to then-White House counsel Harriet Miers. The email is among thousands that the Justice
Department has released in response to congressional inquiries into the dismissal of the U.S. attorneys.

In November, Mr. Renzi won re-election to a third term, beating his challenger by 51% to 44%. A month later, on Dec.
7, Mr. Charlton was told he was being dismissed. Two weeks later, he emailed William Mercer, a senior Justice

' Department official: "Media now asking if I was asked to resign over leak in Congressman Renzi investigation,” He
asked for advice, but never got a response, according to the emails released by the Justice Department.

Mr. Sierra, the department spokesman, said it would be inappropriate to comment on any ongoing case. Generally,
though, cases move along on their own pace, he said. "We don't operate under artificial deadlines," he said. "To
' artificially put deadlines or to rush the time could damage the integrity of the investigation."

Brian Roehrkasse, another Justice Department official, said thie department under Mr. Gonzales "has never retaliated
against a United States attorney for conducting or failing to pursue a public corruptien investigation.”

. Mr. Charlton, a Republican with 16 years as a federal prosecutor, was named by President Bush in 2001 to lead the
Phoenix office. Now in private practice in Phoenix, he has refused to discuss any details of the Renzi investigation -
- even when asked about it at a March 6 hearing of the House judiciary committee,

Write to Evan Perez at evan. perez@wsj.com

- Printed in The Wall Street Journal, page A2

Copyright 2008 Dow Jones & Company, nc. All Righ’rs Reserved
This copy is for your personal, mwcomn»emlal use only. Distibution and use of this material are govemned by our Subscriber Agreement and by copyright Jaw.
For non-personal use or fo order multiple copies, please sortact Dow Jones Reprints at 1-800-843-0008 or visit .
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From: Perino, Dana M. -
Sent:  Friday, November 17, 2006 3:41 PM

To:  Mamo, Jeanie S.: Macﬂn.l:a&::erinq:—Suilivaaneviﬁ—F.

'Subject: RE: USA replacément plan .

" Give me a double shot - ) can't breathe,

- - From: Mamo, Jeanle S, _

Sent: Friday, November 17, 2006 3:02pM. - - S

- To: Petino, Pana M.; Martin, Catherine; llivan, Kevin F. -
Subject: RE: USA replacement pfan S o

-l"s'sués,ln tha press for whféh Dana will need the-oxygen can:
Carol Lam prosecuted Rep, Randy "Duke* Cunrfirigham

AP In Arizona reports that Us Attorniay’s (Paul Chariton) gffice in Arlzona is serutinizing a tnd deal involving - I

Rep. Rick Renzi (obviousjy, USA's office will not confirm this.)

- From just a.quick news clip

for others, butalse do notknow tha extenit of home-state political ‘support.

| +iOriginal Message -

- From: Perino, Dana M; - S
Sent: Friday, November 17, 2008 1:29 PM. . :

" To: Martin, ‘Catherine; Sulliven, Kevin F.; Mamo, Jeanie S,
Subject: RE: USA repfaéemeht'p!anl .

S&héone’ get me the oxygen cani o

——Original Messaga—--
‘From: Martint, Catherine - :
Sent: Friday, Navember. 17, 2006 1:25 PM .
To: Sullivan, Kevin F.; Perino, Dana M.; Mamo, Jeanis S.
Subject: Fw: USA replacement plan o
- . Importance: High o ,
. What do you all think? Not sure when it would tappen.

" —=Original M'essage-—

'From: Kelley, Willlam K. . ' _ _
" To: Fiddelke, Dabbie 3.: dennings, Jeffory S.; Martin, Catherine "
- Sent Fi Nov 17-12:32:08 2008 . o

. Subject: FW: USA replacement plan

"° Us Attornays sarve for fout year termis, which ara commonly (but not &
they serve until replaced, They serve at the pleasure of the President,

paiitical julce, including with their Senatars.

ip search i cannot find any.oth'ec high-profile cases ilhét_‘ would draw particular s’egut_fﬁ} ‘

vays) extended by inaction — in practice, - -
but often hava very strong home-state

‘efore executing this plan, we wanted to give your offices a heads up-and seek input on changes that might
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* From: Kyle.Sampson@usdoj.gov [mallto:!(yle._sémpson@'usdoj.g‘ov] :

o ——— - ~

reduce the profile or political fallout. Thanks.

: '—~0rig_iﬁa! Message—-

Sent: Wednesday, Novetber 15,.2006 11:02 AM

--To: Miers, Hairiet;-Kelley, William 1.

Ce: Paul.J.McNuﬂy@usdo[.gov
Subject: USA replacement plan
Importance: High .

Hamai!Blli; please see'the attactied, Please note (1) the plan, by its terms, vould commenca this week; (2) |

- have consuited with the DAG, but nat yet informed others who would need 0 be brought into theloop, including

Acting Associate AG 8ilt Mercer; EQUSA Director Mike Battle, and AGAC Chalr Johnny Sutton (norhavet .
informed anyone in Karf's shop, another pre-axecution necessity | would recommend); and (3) { am concemed’
that to executa this plan properly wa must all be on the same Page and bé stealed to withstand any political.

upheaval that might resuit (see Step 3); ifwe start caving to complalning U.S. Aftomeys ar Sénators then we

~ shouldnt do it —~ itll b more troubie than 1t is worth.

. in Step 3 {and ask that you.circulate it to Karl's shop), (2) cenfimi that Kellay Is making the Senatar/Bush political
lead-calls, an'd (3) gat Battle making the calls to the USAs. Letus know. . _ I S .

<<USA fapl&c%emaﬁt- plan.doc>>

Kyie"s,ampson.

Chiaf.of Staff. o
U.8. Depdrtment of Justiée.

* 950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N:w.

kyl_a.:s_ampaon@usdo}.g.ov )

Washington, D.C. 2053g -
(202) 514-2001 wk.
(202)305: . el

We'll stand biy for & green light from you, Upon the green light, we't (1) circulata the balow plan to the fistof folks -

HIC00423
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From: B Sullivan, KevinF. -

Sent: * - . - Friday, November 17, 2008818 PM
To: .~ Martin, Catherine . -
Subject: : : -Re. USA repfaoement p!an

) Some of theSe will be tough to explaln ~ the 3udge who sentenced duke cunnlngham? Ren217
i~ Congrats of- kev1an—Cﬂnfirmatiﬁn—by the—way— - : — : —

—-=-=~=-0Original Message--——-

..From: Martin, Catherlne . L

To: Mamo, Jeanie §.; Perino, Dana M.; Sullivan, Kevin F.
Sent: Fri Nov 17 18:10:17 2008 :
Subject. Fw: USA replacement plan

Leq_juet-weighed in. I 'guess I couldn't open the list on my bberry

..~=—=-Qriginal Message-----
From: Fiddelke, Debbhie 5. . - - ' :
" Tot Kelley, William K.; Jennlngs, Jeffery S., Martin, Catherine
Sent: Fri Nov 17 17:46:33 2006 . L
Subject°-RE' USA replacement plan

Bill - .out- of concern about reaction on the Hlll, especially from the Republican members
affected, we'd have the following questlons. “THanks. A'Deb )

~Why these 6 slots? (Are they being remcved because of poor service for DOJ? There ie no-
explanation in the. attachment.) . A

»

‘-Were these US Attorneys recommended to us by their home state Senators 4 years ago?

~Is there pracedent for doing this?

----- O:iqinal Message~-—-~

From: Kelley, William K.
" Sent: Friday, ‘November 17, 2006 12:32 pPM .

T5: Fiddelke, Debbie S.; Jennings, Jeffery S.¢ Martin, Catherlne
‘Subject: FW: USA replacement plan

Importance: High )

The email below, and the attached document,. reflect a plan by DOJ to replace several US
Attorneys. By statute, US Attorneys serve for four year terms, which are commonly (but
‘not always} extended by inaction -- in praetice, they serve until réplaced. They serve at
the pleasure of the President; but oftan have very strong home-state political juice,
-ineluding with thelr Senatcrs ) ‘

Before executlng this plan, we wanted to give your offices a heads ap’ and seek input on
.changes that might reduce the profile ox pol;t;cal fallout. Thanks.

. =====0riginal Message--—~-
From: Kyle.Sampsonfuadoj.gov [mallto Kyle Sampson®usdoy. gov]
Sent: Wednesday, November 15, 2006 11:02 AM
:To: Miexrs, Harriet; Kelley, William K.

Cc: Paul.J.Mchulty@usdoj.gov
Subject: USA replacément plan
Importance: High'

.A'Harriet/Bill,'please see the attached. Please note (1) the plan, by its terms, would-
.commence this week; (2} I have consulted.with the DAG, but not yet informed others who
would need to be brought into the loop, lncludlnq Acting Assocxate AG Bill Mercer, EQUSA

HJC 00358




Dlrector Mike Battle, and AGAC Chalr Johnny Sutton (nor have I 1nformed anyone in Karl .5
shop, another pre-execution necegsity I would’ reccmmend): and. {3} I am concerned that to -
exscute this plan properly we must- all-be on the same page and be steeled ‘to withstand any
political upheaval that might result {see. ‘Step. 3}; if we start caving to complalnlnq U.s.
Attorneys or Senators then we shouldn't do It -- - detll be more trouble than it xs woxth.,

We' ll stand by for 3 green light from you. ‘Upon’ the green llght, wa'll, (lJ Circulate the
below plan to the list of folks in Step 3 tand ask .that you, ecirculate it to Karl's shop),
(2) confirm that Kelley is making thHe Senator/Bush polxtical lead calls, and {3) get
Battle making.the calls to the USAs. Let us know.

v

§<USA replacement plan.doc>> | . E :. : T e

Kyle Sampson .

Chief. of Staff ) : T .

U.S. Department of Justice - . o )

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. ' '

Washington, D.C. 20530 i

(202} 514-2001 wk. S -] . : S
{202} 305~ cell. | : . ST .
kyle.sampson@usdoj.gov :
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THEWIFEHQESE :~.' : : . -_ ) @cﬁxck'ﬂeﬁﬁfd PRIMT
PRESIDENT .. : oo : R
- GEORGEW. BUSH. . :

For Immediate Release
Office of the Press Secrelary
March 13, 2007

Press Briefing by Dan Bartlett, Counselor to the President

Flling Center
ugural

Mérida, Mexico

President's Trip to Latin America

Press Briefings

2:00 P.M. (Local)
MR. BARTLETT Good afternoon everyone IIE start W|th a few bnef comments before | take your questions.

The two Presidents are concludmg their lunch pretty much as we speak in which they — is.on the heels of a
bilateral conversation with & restricted group, as. well as an expanded meeting with various Cabinet officials and
members of the delegation. This is an opportunity for the two Presidents, as Presidents -- the President met
President Calderdn in December, when he was still President-elect in the Oval Office — but this is the first time
that the two Presidents were able fo meet, and the President is honored to be here in his country. - =

And it's been really -- on the docket was a wide-ranging agenda, from issues of trade to border security to
narco-trafficking, broader criminal justice issues. And the thing that has struck me and the President, as he
meets with leaders from Central America as well as with from Mexico, is the need to have a regional perspective
when it comes to fighting crime, particularly drug crimes, because obviously in America a huge demand,
unfortunately, for these drugs. A lot of the prosecutors and investigative bodies in the United States have good
information and leads on various criminal conduct that happens in their country, that leads back to certain
countries.

And what the two leaders and the leaders with -- the President talking to members, leaders in Central America,
as well, as to how can we collaborate and coordinate our information and our law enforcement activity so we
can have greater focus on busting some of these syndicates and disrupting the flow of drugs in the first place.

So the President has really enjoyed his trip so far. This is his final stop, appropriately, with Mexico. As the
President stated himself earlier, he had visited Mexico as governor many times, and now has an opportunity
again to come here as President. And the relationship between the two countries is a strong one, it's a vital one.
And we will continue to brief you on the various aspects of the -agendas that were discussed.

With that, Steve Holland.

Q Does the President condone the remarks about homosexuality by General Pace? And has he asked for him to
apologize?

MR. BARTLETT: Well, President Bush has been informed about those remarks. He's also been informed about
the comments that he has made as far as clarifying, that he made it very clear that his personal views on this
matter has no influence on the policy of the United States government. The "don’t ask, don't tell” policy has been
longstanding, one the President supports, for reasons why the Department of Defense has often described for
operational considerations. So he thought it was appropriate for the Chairman to make that clear distinction
today in the statement that went out just shortly ago.

Q Dan, can you talk a little bit about, by the White House's own account, Senator Domenici at some point went
to the President and urged him to fire the U.S. attorney in New Mexico, specifically? What did the President do
with that information, after Senator Domenici asked him? And what did the President say to Attorney General
Gonzales, when they did speak about this?
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" MR. BARTLETT: it's important to back up a bit. The issue of U.S. attorneys, as many of you know, these U.S.
attorneys serve at the discretion of the President. Many of these U.S. attorneys have served four-year terms.
There was a management review process and there was a determination made to remove seven U.S. attorneys
for cause. And the members of the Justice Department have been sharing that information, the particulars on
each of those cases, as to why those U.S. attorneys were removed, which is completely within the managerial
discretion of the Attorney General and something that the President supported.

Particularly, as you can imagine, at the White House, when it comes to complaints, we receive a lot of
complaints, whether it be from members of Congress, state leaders, local leaders. Oftentimes that is the job
description of a White House employee, is to field complaints. That is not limited to U.S. attorneys. And over the

course of smm@eamwﬂmma@mﬂm&a@tﬂﬁﬁmmﬁmﬂ%wﬂomewﬂmtmn

fraud cases -- not jUSt New Mexico, but also Wisconsin and Pennsylvania.

That information, it's incumbent upon us to share with the relevant Cabinet officers, incumbent upon the President
to do that, as well. The President did that briefly, in a conversation he had with the Attorney General in October
of 2006, in which, in a wide-ranging conversation on a lot of different issues, this briefly came up and the
President said, I've been hearing about this election fraud matters from members of Congress, want o make
sure you're on top of that, as well. There was no directive given, as far as telling him to fire anybody or anything
like that. That would be under the prerogative of the Justice Department to take a look at those issues, as they
obvicusly were doing.

So | know a lot of people want to make more out of it than that, but that is exactly what happened. The new
information that came cut here today, and the reason why the Attorney General accepted the resignation of his
Chief of Staff is because of an internal DOJ matter in which information was not properly shared with other key
members of the Department of Justice. He was willing to inform the United States Congress in a more complete
and accurate picture.

Q But one quick follow. When you say that this was based on managerial decisions, performance -- the Justice

Department's own evaluation of Iglesias, the New Mexico U.S. attorney, in 2005 gave him a strong
- recommendation. So how does that square with then firing him for poor performance? *~ |
MR. BARTLETT: Well, he was fired two years later than 2005, and there was a series of issues that they looked
at. They looked at his managerial responsibilities and what they had found in a review process that was
undertaken at the Department of Justice, that they felt that he was not managing the office as well as it should
be; there was issues about his lack of leadership on key committees that prosecutors, U.S. attorneys serve in
capacity for the Attorney General. He served on a key immigration subcommittee, and they felt like he didn't
possess leadership skills there and fulfill that job in a way that he should have.

And, also, they took into consideration the complaints that they were fielding from local officials about the lack of
prosecution of cases, and the fact that he had lost a high-profile case, when | think 24 or 25 counts were thrown
out by a jury against the government. It was a devastating loss for the government.

So there is a complete picture there that is important to understand. And at no time did the White House bring to
or edit or modify or add to or subtract from the list of seven U.S. atforneys. We ultimately approved or signed off
on the list when that was completed by the Department of Justice. But those were decisions that are
appropriately made at the Department of Justice.

The Attorney General made the right decision. We support the Attorney General in his decision.

Q But this is somebody picked by the President, and he gets a high recommendation, and in two years he loses
all these skills and becomes an awful prosecutor?

MR. BARTLETT: Well, again, people like myself, other members of the administration serve at the pleasure of
the President. There are a lot of factors that are taken into consideration. He had served many years. You look
at the totality of evidence. They believed it was important that they could bring in fresh blood, new leadership in
this position -- and the other key positions, six U.S. attorney positions.

But when you look at it in its totality, they believe that the U.S. Prosecutor's Office in the state of New Mexico

\
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would be better served, the people of New Mexico be better served with a new U.S. attorney.

Tom.

Q Well, let's lock at it in its totality.

MR. BARTLETT: I'll talk to Tom, and I'll come to you. And we will talk about it in totality.

Q Dan, the Attorney General said he took responsibility for mistakes. Does the President still héve*fuil

confidence in the Attorney General? And given the White House role in this, does the President acknowledge that
— there were mistakes made -- and take responsibility for them? B

MR. BARTLETT: He absolutely has full confidence in the Attorney General, and the reason why he does is for
exactly what he said today: He's a standup guy; he's a person who comes to the job every day, doing the best
he can to serve the United States of America; he takes that job very seriously. And when he saw problems, he's
pledged to the American people and to the United States Congress to fix those problems. So the President has
all the confidence in the world in Alberto Gonzales as the Attorney Generai for the United States of America.

He also feels it's important that the information as to how these decisions were made be provided. He accepts

the decision so far that has been made by the Attorney General for the resignation of Kyle Sampson. And he is
satisfied that we are addressing the concerns. But make very clear the decision, the original decision to remove
the seven U.S. attomeys who serve at the discretion of the President was the right decision.

Bill.
Q Let's look at the totality here.
MR. BARTLETT: Okay.

-Q These are political jobs. Why are you so anxious to keep these seven firings away from the White House and
in the Justice Department? Wouldn't it have been appropriate for the political shop in the White House to take a
look at this? What's the big deal? Why are you so anxious to say it was all the Justice Department's doing, we
had nothing to do with it?

MR. BARTLETT: Well, we've made clear the role the White House has played in this, and the White House
Counsel's Office, in which they approved the list. I think most people would expect that the U.S. Attorney
General would be the person who actually is in charge of making management decisions for that agency. That is
comrmon for the Department of Justice, it's common for the Department of Defense, the Department of State,
the Department of Commerce. Going down the line, the President, as he manages this administration, relies
upon his Cabinet officers to make the type of managerial decisions.

What would aiso be appropriate, though, and is a common practice not only with the Department of Justice, but
with agencies across the board, is that as information is received by the White House directly — and it happens
often; like | said, whether it be from members of Congress, state and local officials -- that information, if it's
complaints, if it's accolades for somebody, we typically pass those on to the Cabinet officer. In this case, it
would have been to the Department of Justice. That is appropriate.

But | think it is important, though, whether it be wrong or not, that the facts be what they are. And the facts are
that we did not play a role in the culmination of the list of the seven U.S. aitornays.

Q The Congress is upset that they were not properly informed of how the White House did play a role. But the
Attorney General knew that the White House was involved, people at the White House -- Harriet Miers, Karl
Raove, the President, himself -- knew the White House had played a role. Isn't the White House, then, responsible
for not informing Congress properly?

MR. BARTLETT: | think it's very important, Kelly, to make a distinction between what we knew and what role we

played. And right there, | think is where this can be very complicated, because there’s a clear distinction
between having approved of a list, and playing a role in the compilation of the seven U.S. attorneys. The White
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House did not play a specific role in the list of the seven U.S. attorneys.

The decision in which it was not given all the information in its totality and context by the Justice Department to
members of Congress was because the information that Kyle Sampson had wasn't adequately shared with other
members of main Justice who were going up to testify before Congress.

It's very important that if they go before Congress that they give a complete and accurate picture of the
decisions that were made and why they were made. It's not to say the decisions were wrong -- in fact, we had
very good reasons for the very reason why the seven U.S. attorneys were removed. But it is very important that
when they go up and testify, and they go to their oversight committees, that those members of Congress have

— confidence that the information they're receiving-is-in-complete-and full context—And in this case, it wasn't. That's

40f11

why he's accepted the resignation of chief of staff. And he's going to redouble his efforts to regain the
confidence of those who are questioning that. And that's something the Attorney General spoke directly to today.

Q But wasn't their knowledge beyond Kyle Sampson? People in the White House Counsel's Office understood
that they had participated in this process, and Congress was not properly informed of that.

MR. BARTLETT: Again, "participated in the process” is inaccurate because -

. @ 1 understand what you're saying about they didn't do the names, but they were aware of -- and that's the

whole reason we're here. You were aware of this beforehand --

MR. BARTLETT: Well, | think it's important to understand what this is, Kelly, because they did -- the Deputy
Attorney General and other members of the Department of Justice went up there and talked about why these
people were not -- were let go. The context they wanted to give is from 22 months prior, when there was a
conversation between Harriet Miers and Kyle Sampson had talked about after the start of the second term, in
2004, would it make sense to maybe have a clean slate and start with a full range of new U.S. attorneys across-
the-board. That was quickly rejected not only by Kyle Sampson at the Department of Justice, but aiso not
viewed as a good idea within the White House.

Twenty-two months later, there is a very specific managerial decision made about seven U.S. attorneys. That's
in context that the Congress should have known, but it doesn't change the underlying facts of this case.

Q Dan, obviously Kyle Sampson is taking the fall for this. But Attorney General Gonzales just said, | can't be
aware of all the decisions that are made in my department. So which is worse: if he knew, or he didn't know?

MR. BARTLETT: Well, what he is saying is he's accountable. He made it very clear that he's accountable for the
decisions he's made. He's just talking about the fact that he runs a very large organization.

But | take issue with the fact that he is the fall guy in this. All the decisions that were made with regards 1o the
removal of these U.S. attorneys were proper decisions. What was not done properly, and didn't live up to the
standards of the Attorney General of the Bush administration, was the fact that Mr. Sampson didn't share that
information as freely as he should have with members of his own team there at the Department of Justice, who
were going up to Congress to testify about this. Mr. Sampson offered his resignation. He understood, himself,
that he should have done a better job with this.

So | think it's very important to make a clear distinction about the difference between decisions made about why
these U.S. attorneys were fired and why Mr. Sampson, himself — but | don't take -- | take issue with the fact
about --

Q Are you suggesting Sampson is the only person who had this information? Why did it take media exposure for
it to come out?

MR. BARTLETT: Well, that's not true. What it took was as they were preparing for DOJ -- members of the
Department of Justice to go up to Congress to meet with them more thoroughly about how this decision was
made, many emails and things were compiled. And based on the recollection, based off reading emails or
previous memos, did jog memories of people both at the Justice Department and the White House.
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So this is not a situation we were sitting on information and just not sharing it. In fact, the fact that I'm standing
up here and we've made -- | think now documents are posted on the websites up on Capitol Hili -- demonstrates
that we have nothing to hide. And we want to make sure that all this information is understood and in complete
context. But it doesn't change the underlying fact, and that is that this was a proper decision.

Y

Peter.
Q Dan did Attorney General Gonzales offer his resignation to the President?

MR. BARTLETT: He has not.

Q Has he spoken to the President?
MR. BARTLETT: Not since we've been on this trip, no.

Q How about Karl Rove? Wil the President agree to allow Karl Rove to testify if Congress wanted him, and/or
Harriet Miers?

MR. BARTLETT: Well, ] think -- there's a lot of rhetoric flying around about who's going to testify and who's not,
and | don't think -- we have not received any specific requests. And | think we've demonstrated through the
Department of Justice, with members of that team going up and interviewing and providing information,
demonstrates the administration's willingness to work with Congress so they have a greater understanding of
how these decisions are made.

So we will wait to see if there's a specific request, with this context, and that is, as you know better than most,
that decisions about White House staff testifying fo the United States Congress has a precedent that dates

- beyond this -- prior to this administration. | find it highly unlikely that a member of the White House staff would
testify publicly to these matters, but that doesn't mean we won't find other ways to try to share that information.

Like 1 said, it's speculative right now, because we have not received a formal request.

Q Dan, you mentioned the White House fields a lot of complaints. Was the President specifically aware of these
election fraud cases that were not, according to the White House, being vigorously prosecuted? And did he
mention that specifically to Attorney General Gonzales late 2006, about the specific cases -- Philadelphia,
Miwaukee, New Mexico?

MR. BARTLETT: He, in a very brief conversation, said that he is receiving complaints about U.S. attorneys in
those particular states. He did not mention any prosecufor by name. That was something that the Attorney
General was fully aware of already -- he says, | know, and we're looking at those issues. But he gave him no
directive. And, again, it's important to understand that this will be routine not only for the President to do, but also
for members of our staff to share those complaints with the Attorney General.

Q When the President had this conversation with the Attorney General about specific co'ncems, doesn't that
send the message that he has concerns about these attorneys?

MR. BARTLETT: It means exactly what it says, is that he's sharing those concerns. And, in fact, the Attorney
General was fully aware of those complaints, as well, because | think they were received indepandent of the
President. So | don't think that it's a big surprise that there would be an offhand conversation about that, but
there was, again, no directive given.

Q Last one. Harriet Miers' revelation that there's this idea that she wanted to clear house of all the U.S.
attorneys, why is this coming out now and what's the timeline of this?

- MR. BARTLETT:; li's coming out again because of the Kyle Sampson emails and papers that were being
collected in order to respond to the request being made by the Department of Justice, that there's email traffic
that jogged the memory of people at the White House and with Kyle Sampson, particularly - because what
Harriet Miers was doing was taking a look and floating an idea to say, hey, should we treat the second term very
similar to the way we treat a first term? Because, remember, when Bill Clinton came into office he removed all
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93 U.S. attorneys. The President chose not to remove all 93 U.S. attorneys -- removed significant numbers of
them, but we left people in key positions because of the role they played.

So those discretionary decisions made by a President, by an administration are often done. And what Harriet
floated was the idea of saying should we treat the fifth year as the first year -- give new blood -~ an opportunity
for new bicod to come in. Kyle, to his credit, and others said, that would be highly disruptive to the process,
there are a lot of good U.S. attorneys that are performing; some of them have not served full four-year terms
because we hadn't removed them all in the first place.

" So it was appropriate for Harriet to raise the idea; it was quickly rejected. These seven U.S. attorneys who were
. then ultimately removed for cause was done 22 months later, almost two years later. So | think - butit's.
important to have that context.

Jim.

Q Dan, first of all, in the October conversation what was the President told about the removai process? Was he
informed about what was going on by the Attorney General? And, also, secondly, who else can you say in
Congress expressed concerns to the President, aside from (inaudible)” New Mexico? And also did Rove hear

" concerns and pass them on to the President? Did Bolten pass concerns on to the President? Did Candi Wolff
pass concerns on?

MR. BARTLETT: Well, many -- many offices within the White House were receiving these complaints: leg affairs
office, those who deal with state and local leaders that report to Karl Rove. So it wouldn't be surprising that Karl
or other people were receiving these complaints. And | can't rule out that those complaints weren't also shared
with the President, as well. And as he said, the President was directly hearing from members of Congress to
that effect. But at the time, the President was not informed of any specific course of action being taken on the
‘removal of those U.S. attorneys, and | think the Justice Department has greater detail and | would refer you to
them.

Q But just to clarify, so in October the President was not informed about anything going on in terms of a removal
process?

MR. BARTLETT: That's correct.

Q And are there any other hames you can share, in terms of members of Congress who mentioned concerns to
the President directly?

MR. BARTLETT: | can't. No. Ann.

Q Dan, exactly what did the President say in that October meeting? And who else was there besides the
Attorney General?

MR. BARTLETT: Well, Ann, I'm not going to go into details about internal White House conversations, who was
there, who was saying what, what kind of coffee they were drinking. | will just say that this was passed on,
we're sharing that information. We felt it was important context so the members of Congress and others know.
But the President routinely meets on an individual basis with members of his Cabinet, and in the course of having
one of these routine meetings in which a lot of different issues are addressed, this issue briefly came up, and {'ll
leave it at that.

Q | didn't ask about the coffee. Was it just members of the --

MR. BARTLETT: And ] answered first that | was not going to talk about other participants in the meeting.

Q But, | mean, was it members of Congress in this, was it -

MR. BARTLETT: No, no, this was an internal White House meeting with the Cabinet officers.

Q And the President did not take any specifics or even express an opinion whether these complaints had any
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validity? He was just kind of being an honest reporter of them?

MR. BARTLETT: Well, he would not be in a position to weigh into the facts of complex cases of fraud or

~ corruption cases. Those would be something that he would leave to his Attorney General and their staff to

handle for him.

Q Dan, you said that members of Congress were bringing these complaints to many parts of the White House
and directly to the President. Was the President aware that some of these members of Congress were calling
these U.S. attorneys directly? And does he think that those phone calls were appropriate?

MR, BARTLETT: He i '

7of11

they're appropriate or not. | think that is something that the Congress, themseives, are looking at. So | don't have

~ the facts in that case, in those various conversations that apparently took place.

Q These U.S. attorneys would answer to the Justice Department. Is it appropriate for members of Congress, in
general, to make phone calls to attorneys?

MR. BARTLETT: My understanding is it's more distinct. It is -- they can have conversations with U.S. attorneys,
but should they talk to them about an active investigation -- I'm not in a position to weigh one way or the other
what the regulations say. I'm not an expert on that. But | do believe this is something that the Congress is looking
at it. '

" Q Dan, you said that he has not offered his resignation. But has he talked to anybody in the White House about

resigning?

MR. BARTLETT: No.

-Q Dan, can you just clarify --

MR. BARTLETT: Hold on ~—

Q Thank you. A couple of questions. How many members of Congress took these complaints directly to the
President, himself?

MR. BARTLETT: I'm not going to be able to give a number on that. Like | said, this has been a topic of
conversation in which, when the President is meeting with groups of senators or congressmen, in which
something like this or other types of complaints come up, typically what happens is that the President recalls one
of those complaints, sees a Cabinet officer, he'll pass them on. But I'm not going to be able to go into specific
detail about numbers -- the numbers of congressmen or the particular nature of those conversations.

© Q ls this typical for the President of the United States to be the complaint department for --

MR. BARTLETT: Unfortunately, it is. At the top, at the highest levels of government, when people feel like
they've got the audience of the President of the United States, it is very common -- very, very common -- that
people feel compeiled to unearth every complaint they have. It happens at his level, it happens at my level, it
happens at every level in the legislative affairs office.

And that's to be expected, actually. | mean, when you do have -- people typically don't come in to say, boy,
you're doing a great job and everything's hunky-dory. When you have the President of the United States or you
have other people, you want to say, hey, I've got a problem here, | want to solve it. When the President goes
down to the Gulf Coast and meets with members - local officials in New Orleans, yes, they'll talk about some
progress, but, more importantly, they're bringing issues they have, complaints they have. That's the way
government works. It's not inappropriate, and it would not be inappropriate for the President to then share that
information with his Cabinet officers, and that's what took place here.

& Just one more. How could the Chief of Staff of the Attorney General deal with something of this magnitude
without the boss knowing about it?
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MR. BARTLETT: Which boss?
Q The Attorney General.

~ MR. BARTLETT: Well, he said he had general understanding of what he was doing. But did he know that his
Chief of Staff was not talking to somebody else in his office? That's why you have a Chief of Staff, somebody
like him who had the expertise in dealing with personnel matiers, working in the White House Counsel's Office,
where he dealt with'U.S. attorney issues. He had a lot of confidence in Kyle, for good reason, to handle these
issues and know that they were being taken care of.

Unfortunately in this case_that information wasn't shared with other members_of the Department of Justice But,

uliimately, as the Atterney General said himself, he is accountable, and he's going to take corrective action to
make sure it doesn't happen again.

~ Q Some members of Congress have said they would like to subpoena Kar! Rove and maybe others in the White
House. Would they resist any subpoena? And what, explicitly, was Karl Rove's involvement in ali of this?

MR. BARTLETT: Well, again, | think it's important that we not get ahead of ourselves. We have no subpoena
requests. We've had preliminary conversations which -- particularly with the focus on Department of Justice, I'm
sure there will be conversations with the White House Counsel's Office about what the White House knew, who
was involved in those things. And we're going to work with them as much as possible. But | think if's way too
early to start tatking about subpoenas and those things.

But as | answered Peter's question, there is a long-time precedent when it comes to White House staffers,
themselves, testifying in public. We did it -- there was an extraordinary case when Secretary Rice, when she
was National Security Advisor, testified on the bipartisan 9/11 commission after our country was attacked.
Whether this rises to the similar level, like 1 said, | think it's highly unlikely. But we will wait to see the specific
requests we get from them. There have been no subpoenas issued, and if there's a way that we can share
information with them, we will definitely explore it. '

As far as to Kar! Rove, as we've said and has been expressed in public on several different cccasions now, that

_ as you would expect, people who have relationships in local and state communities have complaints, they share
themn with various aspects of the White House apparatus, including Karl Rove. Karl Rove passes those on to the
General Counsel's Office, shares them with other staff members.

Q But didn't Harriet Miers brief him early on, even before there were complaints, about removing all the
attorneys? :

MR. BARTLETT: Yes, and his recollection was that that was not a good idea.

Q Dan, | just want to clarify. When you told Kelly there was a distinction, that the White House involvement was
to approve the list of seven U.S. attorneys, okay, but that the White House did not shape that list in any way.
When you look at the case of Iglesias in New Mexico, you've got New Mexico Senator Domenici goes personally
to the President of the United States and says, | have a problem here, | want this guy out. Okay, the President
then talks to the Aftorney General in October. And then the Atforney General's staff forms this list. And on that
list is Iglesias, he's one of the seven. So doesn't that sound like there was -- that the White House did help shape
at least one of those names?

MR. BARLETT: But as | said, Ed, the reaction from the Attorney General when the President raised it is, | know
about those issues. The Justice Department, themselves, were receiving very similar phone conversations, as
well, and they have information. They were fully aware of those complaints. And as | stated earlier, there is
multiple reasons why Mr. lglesias was removed as a U.S. attorney.

One factor of that was the complaints we were getting from locat and state officials. The fact -- the complaint
was that these high-profile cases were not being pursued or not being won. | think, as | said, there was 24 out of
25 counts were thrown out -- a really embarrassing loss for the government.

it is totally appropriate for the President {o pass on these comments. But the Attorney General's office was
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already fully aware of those, and those other factors. And | think it's important -- for important context in that
regard is we were also receiving some complaints, as | said, about Wisconsin and about Pennsylvania. Yet we
have not removed those U.S. attorneys. Other factors are considered before decisions are made, and [ think
that's an important distinction to make.

~ Peter.

Q Dan, what does it say about the administration, that you hire eight so ineffective prosecutors in the first place?
(Laughter.)

— MR.BARTLETT: These arg - .
Q | mean, these are your guys, right? | mean, what's the -

MR. BARTLETT: Well, they do, they serve at the pleasure -- that doesn't mean that at some point that he was
doing well, but as the totality of his tenure there we felt like somebody else could do a better job. This is not
about knocking him down as much it is, is saying, hey, somebody was given an opportunity to perform, we
actually think somebody could do a better job. There are disappointments all the time when it comes to
appointments, when it comes to people serving in various positions.

So | don't think that's a fair characterization. It's unfortunate it has to become so public. That was not the intent --
if you see the talking points that the Department of Justice was using when they gave this -- when they informed
the U.S. attorneys, there was not talk about cause for removal, they didn't want to make this a big public
embarrassment about the managerial decisions internally being made in the Department of Justice, which,
unfortunately left a different impression as to why there were left.

But at the end of the day, you have to -- the American people expect nothing less than for us to critically judge
those who serve our country. And if they're not serving up to par, then it's incumbent upon us to make a decision
to remove them. X

Q How much of that (inaudible) in the Cummings case when Kari's deputy, Griffin, was installed in his place --

MR. BARTLETT: That's a very different issue. That is one in which, as | said, because a U.S. attorney serves at
the broad discretion of the President. Mitch Cummings had served a four-year term; thought it was important to
give a new person to serve in that capacity. This is somebody that was a very skilled lawyer, somebody who
had served in the U.S. Attorney's Office before, served over in Iraq as a military attorney, had all the credentials
to serve our country weil. '

And those decisions are made, on occasion, because each of us ~ myself and others, and members of the
Justice Department, members of key agencies throughout our government -- serve at the pleasure of the
President. And to give a new person an opportunity to serve is in the full prerogative of the Justice Department.

QCanlaska questior\i"-- switching gears -- on General Pace? What message do thousands of gays in the
military right now serving in Iraq -- what should they take from General Pace's message regarding mortality,
when their lives are on the line --

MR. BARTLETT: 1 have no way to identify whether your premise is right about how many people are serving in
Irag, but all | can say is the President appreciates the sacrifice and service of every service member, and what
they're doing on a daily basis to improve the situatior on the ground and we can accomplish our goals there.

Steve.

Q The Democrats are in an uproar over the -- here's a statement here frem John Edwards, Gonzales betrayed
his public trust. Do you think they're being fair in their criticism, or piling on, or what?

MR. BARTLETT: Well, | imagine before the day is out, every presidential candidate will call for his resignation. |

think they'll be looking themselves as feverishly as possible to all get out there comments. And | know there's
going to be a lot of partisan rhetoric around this and there's going to be breathless commentary about what has
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happened here from these people who are trying to fight for a little bit of oxygen in this political atmosphere. But
the bottom line is the facts speak for themselves. The reason why these U.S. attorneys were removed were for
good reasons. -

The issue about an incomplete picture being provided to the Congress by certain members of the Justice
Department is something that needs to be corrected. The Attorney General has taken the proper action to
correct that, to make sure it doesn't happen again. And | think that's what the American people would expect.

Q Can you talk about why some perceived failings by three of U.S. attorneys. What were the failings of Carol
Lam in San Diego? Particularly in light of the successful prosecution of Randy "Duke" Cunningham and the
—___ ongoing-prosecution of members of.the-Arellanc Felix cartel?

MR. BARTLETT: Well, I'm not an expert on each one of these, the profiles of each one of these U.S. attorneys. |
think in the Carol Lam case, there was a specific refusal to follow administration and Justice Department policy

to pursue immigration cases. I'll correct the record if I'm wrong on the specifics of that. But you have fo look at a
lot of different factors, and if somebody is not pursuing Justice Department priorities, that is a reason and cause.

So | can't speak to those other cases because | don't know the details of them, whether they were successfully
prosecuted or not. But if you have a situation where a U.S. attorney is consciously not pursuing Justice
Department priorities, that has to be taken into consideration.

Q Dan, this is happening at a time when people are dropping like flies at the Pentagon, over at Walter Reed; the
IG report says the FBI abused the national security letters; Scooter Libby was just convicted -- all these things
are sort of happening at one time and it's just -- in your view, a reflection of where this presidency is at, at this
point? |s it a reflection of the fact that it's a Democratic Congress with subpoena power that will be pursuing

" these matters? Just a bad streak? What's your sense of it? '

MR. BARTLETT: Well, | think you're trying to connect a lot of dots that aren't connectable. They're ali unique in
their own circumstances of why they've happened. And the corrective action that's being taken in those various
situations you've just described have been the appropriate ones.

But | don't -- ) think if you look back at any presidency, issues like this come up all the time, particularly when we
are such an active government that is engaged in the war and issues of national security letters and those things,
in which we serve in an unprecedented time, where we're trying to prevent terrorists from attacking our
homeland. These are tough, tense times. But that doesn't negate the fact that those who serve our country and
serve in this administration have to live up to the highest ethical standards. And the President will insist on nothing
less.

Jim. I'm going to take one more question after this.

Q Dan, in the October conversation, do you know how specific the President got with the Attorney General? Did
he mention specific prosecutors’ names?

' MR. BARTLETT: He did not.
Q Have specific complaints that ~
MR. BARTLETT: He did not mention his name.
Last question. I'm sorry?
QCantaska Mexico—rélated guestion? (Laughter.)
MR. BARTLETT.: I don't know what to do. (Laughter.) Si.

Q Was the President surprised at the tone of President Calderén's remarks this morning? He had some fairly
sharp criticism for the United States on immigration and drugs.
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_ ... notonly for the fact that the concerns of people here in Mexico, but_more_=- just as. importantly,_and.in.many.

11 of 11

MR. BARTLETT; Net at all. In fact, since we have such a strong working relationship with Mexico, or Guatemala,
or other Central American governments, who are very concerned about their fellow citizens who are living in the
United States during this time. And it's -- the enforcement measures that the President discussed yesterday in
Guatemala being taken are the appropriate ones. He thought it was important to make sure that people
understand that no one specific country is being targeted in these raids, which is an important distinction to
make.

But it's a very emotional debate. [t's an emotional debate in our own country, and I'm sure it's a very emotional
debate in this country, because the lives -- so many lives are affected, and children are affected, and moms and
dads are affected. So that's why the President is so eager to get this issue resolved in a comprehensive way,

cases, more importantly, for the people of our country, that they understand that we will be a nation of laws, we
will uphold the law. We'll make sure those who break the law are held accountable, at the same time that we
meet the needs and demands of our growing economy, to make sure those jobs aren't being done by Americans
can be filed, because it really has been the backbone of cur economy in many ways, in many parts of the
country.

So it's a volatile issue, it's a divisive issue in our own country, and it's not surprising that it would be in other
countries, as well, )

Q What about the fact that emotions are fairly high here over the sense of neglect that they feel the
administration has paid to Mexico over the last several years? Are they right in feeling that we've kind of --

MR. BARTLETT: | don't think so. If we had -- many countries in which we could spend more time. The President
is in high demand as the leader of the free world, the leader of the most powerful country in the free world, And
it is always important when he gets to spend this personal time with leaders. But the special relationship we have
with Mexico has been embodied in our -- the way we approached it from the beginning. It was the President's
first trip as President, was {o Mexico. One of the President's closest friends and advisors, Tony Garza, serves
as the ambassador to this country. | think that demonstrates the type of importance he puts on this relationship.

We have met with, formally, President Fox many, many times and developed many, many strong relationships.
And he locks forward to developing similar relationships with President Calderén, because the issues are very
important. They not only affect the Mexican people, but they affect the American people, as well.

So it's a vital reiationship. It's one the President takes very seriously. And | think the reflection of this visit will-
demonstrate, in style and in substance, how mu;:h he takes -- he understands the importance of it.

~ Thank you very much,

@ Can we expect any concrete agreement for any announcements about something, after the visit?

- MR. BARTLETT: Well, a lot of things are already in motion on the security issues, on issues of how we can help

in the areas of education and health care in which we're working in a collaborative way. | think you will -- you'll
hear the two leaders talk tomorrow about the progress we're making on that. So I'll leave it to the leaders to
speak about the conclusions of this meeting.

Thank you very much.,

END 2:37 P.M. (Local)
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om: Miers, Harriet . ] . . .
Sent:  Wednesday, December 21, 2005 10:59 AM
. "Te: . Kiingler, Richard D. ' : '
" . Subject: RE: CA8 |

* {would leave it in your hands in consultation with Mt until and if you feel{ should speak with the Senator. -

From: Klingler, Richard D. Do L
Sent: Wednesday, December 21, 2005 10:23 AM
To: Miers, Harriet - B
Subject: CA8 ~

For our Eighth Circuit seat issue, 1 believe the pieces are in place fo go back to Sen. Bond's office.

" We can irididafe that we have heard a_nd-iui[! work to saﬁs'fy-'séjn.-Bond's réﬂuest_ regarding a replacemént for the
“U.S. Attorney in the W.D. Missouri. Scott Jennings indicates that Karl is finé witft the replacement.’ Kyle )

- B . 3

-Samipson indicates that DOJ is willing to dccede:to the teplacement. The process there would be a gradual-

easing out of the incumbent through the EQUSA:(I can discuss the precise process separately), with Sen. Band's ’
. office to be told that he will be invited to suggest names for a replacement in the relatively near future. ‘

" As you indicated, we can also acknowledge that Missouri is underserved af the appellate level and indicate that
‘the.bill addressing the CA9 would be an appropriate Gecasion to seek to add'a Missouri CAS8 seat. Lo

. .But wewould also indicate that yﬁe cannot see the basis for taking'a seat from Arkansas in light of the broad
- r* ~orfionality between the Arkansas caseload and the Arkansas representation o the CAB. .

/se let me-know if there is more that is needed-and whether this message is 6ne that I'shoulid communicate to
 staff or is one that.you'would wish fo communicate to Sen. Bond. ' T
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Legal Affairs
Attorneys Scandal May Be Tied to Missouri Voting

by Frank Morris
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All Things Considered, May 3, 2007 - The Justice Department's push to remove U.S. attorneys in 2006 might
have been larger than the eight cases that have been discussed in Congress. Other U.S. attorneys' names were on
a list the agency compiled in January 2006 — the prosecutor who replaced one of them was the first to be named
under the Patriot Act.

One of the federal prosecutors on the list was U.S. Attorney for Western Missouri Todd Graves. Graves resigned
last year, before the forced dismissals took place. He left several months after refusing to sign off on a voter-
registration lawsuit that was filed against the state of Missouri by an acting assistant attorney general, Bradley
Schlozman.

Less than two weeks later, Schlozman was installed to replace Graves under a Patriot Act provision allowing
President Bush to place Schlozman in the job without Senate confirmation.

Schlozman went on to bring voter-fraud charges against members of the liberal group ACORN, less than a week
before the hotly contested Missourt Senate election.

In the ACORN case, workers there had been accused of submitting blatantly false registration forms. But by the
time of Schlozman's filing, ACORN had fired the workers weeks earlier and turned them over to law enforcement
officials.

Schlozman has now returned to Justice Department headquarters in Washington. He left Kansas City last
month, just a couple of days before a federal judge threw out the lawsuit he brought against the state of
Missouri.

U.S. Sen. Claire McCaskill (D-MQ) says she'd like to hear more from Schlozman,

"What this all indicates,"” McCaskill says, "is that more questions need to be asked, and more answers under oath
need to be given."

Related NPR Stories

*» May 3, 2007
Ex-U.S. Official: Fired Prosecutors Were 'Smeared’

¢ May 2, 2007
Fired U.S. Prosecutors Slam Former Bosses

* April 25, 2007

House Judiciary Panel Gives Goodling Immunity
s April 23, 2007

The Gonzales Affair: Blowing Up or Blowing Over?
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On May 11, 2008, Kyle Sampsoh then chief of staff to Attorney General Alberto Gonzales, sent a‘conf:dentlal
E-mail to the White House counsel's office regarding the "removal and replacement” of U.S. attorneys whose four-year

“terms had explred including the U.S. attorney in San Diego, Carol Lam: "Thé rea! problem we have right now with

Carol Lam," Sampson wrote, "that leads me to conclude that we should have someone ready to be nomrnated on 11/18,
the day ker 4—year term exprres ‘

So what was the " reat‘ problem" that S'arngsori thought the adminis_tration had with Lam?-

U.S. News has learned that on May 10, one day before Sampsone E-mail to the White House counsel's office, the

U S. attorney's office in San Diego alerted the Justice Department that the FB) would execute-search warrants.in two

days for the No. 3 official at the CiA, Kyle "Dusty” Foggo, in connection with the spiraling corruption probe into former
‘Republican Rep. Randall "Duke"” Gunningham of Calrforma

Now Dernocratlc members of Congress want to-know whether that alert triggered Sampson's E-mail and whether :

~ Lam's firing and those of seven other federal prosecutors were politically motivated. Sampson' s E-mail, sent one day

after the alert, raises serious questions as to whether the ClA tried to irtervene in a polmcally charged investigation and
tried to get Lam flred

In politically sensitive. cases, the U.S. attorney S ofﬂce notifies senior Justice Department Ieadershlp of
developments in the case by sending what's known as an urgent report.

in this case, the U.S. attdrney in San Diego sent an. urgent report to Gonzales and Deputy Attorney General Paul

McNulty at 10:16 a.m. on May 10, noiifying them of the imminent search. Foggo was under investigation for allegedly.
" accepting gifts and favors fromi his best friend, a defense contractor named Brent Wilkes, who also allegedly was

. bribing Cunmngham Wilkes had close ties to prominent Republicans. Both Wilkes and Foggo have since been mdlcted _
by a federal grand | jury on corruption charges Both have pleaded not guﬂty :

Although the FBI hiad worked closely wrth the CIA in connection with targetmg CIA spies like Aldnch Ames, never in

_ the agency’s history had such a search warrant b_een issued against such a high-leve! CIA official for nonespionage

criminal conduct. And-the prospect of it raised alarming institutional concerns. Before becoming the Ne. 3 official at the
CiA, Foggo had served in the Directorate of Operations, and he had access to enormously sensitive secrets.

The Justice Department-is expected to release more than 400 pages of E-mails and other documents today
relating to the U.S. attorney firings. The urgent report of May 10 and Sampson's E-mail of May 11 will bécome crucial
pieces of evidence in trying to determine whether the Bush administration acted |mproperly and fired Lam and other -

U. S aitorneys to squelch politically-sensitive public corruption cases.

U.S. atlorneys serve at the pleasure of the pre3|dent. But although they are political appointees, there is supposed
to be a firewall that allows them to make decisions in criminal investigations without regard to politics.

Justice Department spokesman Brian Roehrkasse told U.S. News that the fmngs were unrelated to the ongoing
public corruptron case.
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"We have stated numerous times that no'U.S. attorney was removed to retaliate against or rnappropnately
- interfere with any public corruption tnvestrgatlon or prosecutlon, says Roehrkasse. "Thrs remains the case, and there
lS no evidence that indicates otherwise.” ' :

Roehrkasse points out that durlng that same period, two prominent members of Congress Darrell lssa and Dianne
Feinstein, had sent letters to the Justice Department expressing displedsure at Lam's failure 1o crack down on human
smugglers. But Feinstein says that Lam, along with five other prosecutors, got positive performance reviews and
beheves these frrmgs, mcludlng Lam's, were polrtlcalty motivated.

How the CIA's growing concerns about the involvement of one of its most senior officials in a bribery scandal that
ﬂtsotmdtawdwsemrovenoneaptayedmmhe@rowmgpreesor—t_te o 1ire Lam will be a question that L,ongress will ask
- in coming months.

Sampson's lawyer did not provide an answer as to what Sampson meant by his cryptlc "the real problem”
description of Lam. .

. CIA spokesman Mark Mansfleld told U.8. News that the CIA had helped lnvestrgators w1th the
Wilkes-Foggo- Cunnlngham probe.

: '.'At!egatlons concerning this matter first surfaced inside the CIA, and the Office of the Inspector General Iaunched
an investigation," says Mansfield. Subsequentty, Mansfield said, that investigation became linked to the criminal probe
‘being conducted by Lam's oftlce , .

"And at every step of the process,” sard Manstteld "the CIA, through the Office of the tnspector General and the
' general counsel, has cooperated closely with other rnvestlgatwe agencies and the Department of Justice. And that -
cooperation continues today."

‘Indeed, federal law enforceme’nt officials told U.S. News that the CIA had been extremely helpful on a number of
levels. However, even though the CIA was part of the investigative team, so sensitive was the Foggo probe that as is
customary in most criminal investigations, the U.S. atiorney’s office had taken enormous pains to keep the CIAin the
dark about what its next move would be, these federal law enforcement officials said. The agency was not notified about
the |mpendmg search warrants until May 12, the morning they were éxecuted. But for two weeks prior to the search

' there were @ series of explosive stories in the paper, linking Foggo to Wilkes and Cunningham.”

On April 28, what came to be kriown as the "Hockergate™ scandat broke, alleging that Cunningham and Foggo had
attended poker parties at the: Watergate Hotel and that prostitutes were involved. CIA Dlrector Porter Goss denied any
involvement. _ o .

- On May 2, Foggo confrrmed that he had attended the parttes and two days later, the Watergate Hotel was
subpoenaed. On May 5, the Wall Street Journal reported that Foggo, whom Goss had installed as the No. 3 official, was
under criminal investigation. That same day, Goss resigned, although the White House and the Justice Department
took pains to emphasize that the resignation was unrelated to the probe. Three days later, Foggo resigned. By then, the

. U.S. attorney’s office had notified the CIA inspector generat's office that it was mulling over possible search warrants.

The U.S. attorney in the Eastern District of Vrrgrnla also had been. notified, because Shrrllngton Ltmo Co., which
allegedly had shuttled the prostitutes to the party, was based in Virginia.

: On May 10, the U.S. attorhey's office sent the urgent repor.t to Gonzales and'McNuIty.‘The.following day, the Los
Angeles Times reported that the Cunningham investigation had expanded further to include ancther California
congressman, Rep. Jerry Lewis.

- That same day, Sampson asked the White House counsel's office to call him about "the real problem we have right
now with Carol Lam." The following day, the FBI executed search warrants on Foggo's home and office.

" Wilkes and Foggo were indicted on February 14--one of Lam's last gestures--on corruption charges.. The 11-count
indictment alleged that Wilkes had-treated his friend to private jet flights and luxurious vacations, and that he had a job
offer waiting for his best friend when he left the CIA. .

- Some have speculated that Lam was fired because her investigation had targeted so powerful a congressman as

Lewis. Other sources have said that Wilkes, through his high-powered Republican friends and his CIA ties through
.Foggo, was exerting enormous pressure on the White House to get rid of Lam and somehow end the probe.
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Wilkes allegedly gave Cunmngham mllllons in brrbes and favors, mcludmg $525,000 to pay off a mortgage on -
Cunningham's new home and access to prostitutes. In exchange, Cunningham helped Wilkes obtain lucrative Pentagon
contracts. Similarly, in exchange for lavish gifts—-including a $44,000 one-week stay at a Scottish castle--prosecutors

| atleged that Foggo pressured his subordinates to give lucrative CIA contracts to Wltkes and his company ADCS nc.

_ . Between 1995 and 2005, Wilkes and his associates spent at Ieast $600,000 on polltlca! contrlbutlons and more "~ -
* than $1 million on tobbying prominent Republican fawmakers. Among other things, Wilkes hired the Alexander Strategy
Group to the tune of more than-$600,000 to lobby for lucrative defense contracts. That firm had direct access to then
House Majority Leader Tom Delay, who was indicted by a Texas grand jury on‘alleged campaign finance shenanigans.
Del.ay said the charges were polltlcally trumped up. Subsequently, two of his ardes were indicted in the Jack Abramoff '
4lndrancasmo¢lobb3ang,scandal _ : A —_—

Put simply, the Cunnlngham probe had slowly extended its ever growing tentacles into the highest reaches of the
Republican Party and now suddenly had expanded to target Foggo at the CIA.

"The phone calls would have been flying," says a former Justice official who has worked closely with the CIA. “The
CiA would be jumping up and down'and putting pressure fo stop it or slow it down.” -

. Many mtelhgence sources say ‘the .concern would not have been over.Foggo personally--because he was generally
"despised"--but that the CIA would have had an mstrtutronal mterest in kesping itself out of any scandadl,

. "There would have been a two-pronged attack, - says the former Justice official, "to protect the agency andtoget
* rid of Lam.” Even though Foggo had qwt the agency, he stlll had many fnends ihere who vrewed themselves as being at
“risk.

'.'It's second nature to the CIA, " says the former official "Scmebodiy's causing trouble Get rid of them."

Although a CIA official descrlbed sucha possrb:lrty as baseless, it does in fact have a precedent--and strangely
_ enough that precedent aiso was set in the San Diego U.S. attorney's office--more than two decades ago.

In 1982, the CIA pressured PreSIdent Ronald Reagan to fire U.S. Attorney William Kennedy, who wanted to indict
Miguel Nazar Haro, the former chief of the Federal Security Directorate--Mexico's secret police--for his involvernent in
‘an $8 million car-theft ring that had smuggled about 600 stolen American cars and vans from Southsern California to
Mexico. Kennedy complained that the CIA was blocking the indictment because, as it turned out, Haro was the agency's
asset in Mexico City. Kennedy also accused the Justice Department of dragging its feet on the indictment because of
the CIA pressure. After Kennedy was fired, says the former Justice official, senior CIA officials "acted like gunsllngers"
and warned other Justrce officials not to take on the agency or a similar fate could befall them.

But an rntelllgence official from another agency, who is familiar wrth the Haro case, said that it had taken p!ace a
long-time ago, when times were very different. Today's CIA, he said, would not be stupid enough to pull off such a
tactic. But when that search warrant was served, says the former Justlce official, the ClIA would have been stunned.

"In the words of Bar Slmpson " he said, "they were havmg a cow.”
LOAD-DATE: March 20, 2007 |
LAuo UAGE: ENGLISH

' PUBLICATION-TYPE; Web Publication

Copyrlght 2007 U. S News & World Report
AII Rights Reserved

30f 3 ‘ : , _ ‘ /2202007 5:58 PM



41



g Page lofi |

-From: Roebke.-Heaﬁ]e;M. o . E
~ Sent: ‘Monday, August21, 2008 1:42 P o L

To: - Miers, Hamriet
‘Subject: RE: John McKay -

“tomorrow, but ('l mave him to-make reom for John McKay. Do you have his weacea i | i
McKay's assistant forit? . = . o ¥. Do you have his waves '__"fQ_-Of dOJl need to call

. From: Mlers, Harfiet ¢ S
© Sent: Monday, August 21, 2006 1:41 pM

" To:Roebke, Heather M. T

" Subject: Johh McKay

. is C6mih9 to see me at 1:30 tomorrow and Bill éhomd ét_tend then é!éo. 'lAs he available?
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QUESTIONS FROM SUBCOMI\/IITTEE CHAIR LINDA SANCHEZ
FOR JOHN McKAY

Sevcrai press reports quoting you have referred to a meeting you had with White House -
Counsel Harriet Miers and her deputy in 2006 concerning your interest in being '

nnmnamwb&&fwcwgudg&mehmgm&mdiommplmMsfmchpubhc
concerning the 2004 Washington gubernatorial election that were discussed at the
.meeting. Please deseribe in full any meeting you had with Ms. Miers or any other White
House employees on the above subject, including but not limited to the dates and .
locations of each such meeting, who was present, and what was said by whom, -

On or about August 22, 2006, I met in the White House Counsel’s office with then White
House Counsel Harriet Miers and Deputy White House Counsel William Kelley. No
. other persons were present, The meeting occurred at my request to seek consideration for
- appointment as U.S. District Judge for the Western District of Washmgton Prior to
seeking the meeting, I was aware that the White House Counsel’s office had heard or -
believed that I had “mishandled” the 2004 Governors election in Washington state by not
seeking indictments for election fraud, voter fraud or other federal crimes (see answer to -
question no. 2, below). This meeting lasted approximately 45 minutes, and began with
- Mr. Kelley asking me why “Republicans in the state of Washington” were upset with me.
1 described the merit selection comimittee process in which I had participated in the
preceding months, including my understanding that the three Republican committee
members had blocked my application, in spite of having widely been considered the
leading candidate for the position. Iexplained that I did not know the reasons for this, but
that others were speculating that I was being punished for failing to intervene and assist
the election of the unsuccessful Republican candidate: Both Mr. Kelley and Ms. Miers
expressed consternation over this situation and they repeatedly indicated they could not.
understand why I was not among the three candidates recommended to the President for
- ‘nomination. I took this opportunity to remind them of my qualifications and experience,
including my service as United States Attorney, and that I hoped I could still be
considered for nomination by the. President. I believed that I was given a full and fair
opportunity to-make my case, and at the conclusion of the meeting, Ms. Miers escorted
me to the door, thanking me for my years of service as the former President of the Legal
Services Corporation. ' o :

Press reports have also quoted you as stating that someone in the White House referred to
- "criticism" that you "mishandled the 2004 election." Please state your understanding of
~ who made that remark to whom and when and on what basis it was made.

Before seeking a meeting with the White House Counsel, I was advised that the
Counsel’s office was reporting within the White House that they were aware that Lhad -
allegedly “mishandled” the 2004 Governors election, and was therefore not one of the
three recommended candidates for judge. In response, I submitted a detailed



memorandurm of actlvmcs undertaken by my ofﬁcc in connection with the 2004
Governors election and submltted it to the Counsel’s office.

3. - Please describe any conversatlons you had with ofﬁc1als at the Department of Justice
—rela&ngte{feuﬂermma&eﬂ—as—g—S—A&emey&}abeeeuﬁed-aﬁer -the-notificaion you

received on December 7, 2006. This should include, but not be limited to, a convcrsatlon
-that the press has reported that you had with Michael Elston and your conclusmn as

" reported in the press, that Mr. Elston was suggesting a "deal” or "quid pro quo." Your
description of each conversation should include, but not be limited to, who initiated each
call, who participated, and what was said by whom. In addition, if you discussed any of
-these calls with any of the other former U.S. Attorneys who tesuﬁcd at the hearing, plcase
descnbe any of these conversauons :

On January 17, 2007 at 2:30pm while still serving as U.S. Attomney, I received a
- telephone call from Michael Elston, the Chief of Staff to Deputy. Attoiney General Paul
' McNulty. Mr. Elston proceeded to make a number of statements using a familiar tone
which I did not appreciate in light of the circumstances, and related that “no one could
believe that they had not seen any incendiary comments-from John McKay”. I did not
respond. He then indicated that the Attorney General would be holding to general
statements about U.S. Attorney resignations in his upcoming testimony before the Senate
Judiciary Committee, and that they had been advised by “OPA” that they could say no
more than this about the circumstances of our removals,"including our forced.
resignations. I did not respond. He volunteered that it was “never our iritention” to avoid
Senate confirmation with our replacements. Although I did not believe him, I did not
_respond. He then asked if, “youhave any more questions?” Ithen reminded him that he
initiated the call, and that I had not asked him or any other Dept. of Justice official any
questions and that his call seemed strange coming more than a month after my dismissal
having received no othier calls. ‘I greatly resented what I felt Mr. Elston was trying to do;
buy my silence by promising that the Attorney General would not demean me in his
Senate testimony. I clearly and slowly told Mr. Elston that his description of what the
Attorney General would be saying would have NOTHING to do with what I said or didn’t
say.publicly. T told him that my silence thus far was because I believed it was my duty to -
resign quietly because I served at the pleasure of the President, and that I did not want to
- reflect poorly on him or the Department of Justice. I told him that nothing he could say in
Washington D.C. could demean me in Seattle, and made clear that I did not appreciate his
-~ offer. My handwritten and dated notes of this call reflect that I believed Mr. Elston’s tone |
“was sinister and that he was prepared to threaten me further if he concluded I did not
_intend to continue to remain silent about my dismissal, Shortly thereafter, I believe
‘within the hour, I spoke by telephone with Paul Charlton, U.S. Attomey for the District of
Arizona and related the call and my conclusion that I was being threatened by Mr. Elston.
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From: ~ Sampson, Kyle
To: ;
Se; §
Subjéct: ;

Thx for the heads up.

- e N - o s o

$ent from my BlackBerry Wireless Handheld

"~**;-driginal Meééagé—-~;ﬁ

. From: Kelley, William K. <William_K._Keiley@whc.eop;gav>

To: Sampoon, Kyle

'CC: Miers, Harriet <Harriet Miersewho.eop.govs; Fiddelke, Debbié §. <Debbie S.
- _Fiddelke@who.eop.govs" - . : T, =
"Sent: Fri Dec 08 18:33:17 2006 : Lo

. Subject: Nevada US Atty

Heads up about diégruﬂtleNEHt_in Nevada. ‘Sen. Enéigﬁ's‘cos informs me thét the Semator is

“very unhappy about the decdision to let Bogden go, very unhappy about its timing, ahd

doesn't understand the urgency. They say that they have confirmed about 6 judges, 5

-marshals, .arid 1 US Attorney, and it hasn't taken less than 9 méonths for a single ¢ne of

those confiriiations to be accomplished in a Republican-controlled Congress. Why, they
ask, leave the office in the hands of an interim persen duzing that period when it could
have been Bogden? ' e . . ‘ :

I @xplained to him our thinking at scme length. But they are unsatisfied, and the COS
said that Ensign would be calling the AG to make sure fhat Bedgen, who they say has done a
great job for Nevada, gets a fair shake. ) .

0AG000000060
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“FRAUD IN WISCONSIN 2004
A TIMELINE/SUMMARY

h Prepared by Chris Lato, RPW Communications Director clato@wisgop.org

AUGUST 31, 2004

- Processing voter forms irk clerks

Efforts to altract young pc;)ple to the polls are’bécoming a.royal painquWisc‘onsin's municipal 'q':léri:s, who
_ are sorting through hundreds of incomplete. voler-registration forms... The forms, collected by the New. .

Voters Projéct, a non-partisan effort to register 265,000 18- to 24-year-olds:in Wiscorisin and five other

battleground states, landed with.a thud on the desks of clerks across the state Monday, leaving municipal "~

officials serimbling to catch up. Because nearly ail of the forms arrived without proof of identification:- -

which 5 required for new voler registrations - the élerks must mail inidividual responses asking for it ... All

. miunicipalities have to-print out their voter rolls next weck. That leaves clerks and their staffs scrambling to

handle all.the new registration applications in time._ In Brookfield, more than 300 fonis arrived in two -
large evelopes....New Voter Project applicants are being asked to-provide proof that they live in. -

Brookfield, or will have 10 prove it at the polls...One clerk who did not seimnd appreciative on Monday was

Carla Ledesma in Wauwatosa. She said some of the 450 registration forms received there were dated as far.
. backas June. Ndne has the required ID, she said. *To get 450 dumped in yotr lap that have been sitting
around somewhere for six ‘weeks is really disconcerting,” she said... The bad news, atléast for Racine, is

that Project Vote has 600'more voter applications that will be mailed\today, according to Damien Jones, the .

- grovp’s Racine and Xenosha coordipator.ht :/fM.'sonline:.coWnewslstate/au0041‘255239.a§'_ :

SEPTEMBER 28, 2004

Project Voté filed -1,’:‘389 voter registration applications in Racine prior to the Sept. 14 primary. More than
- 20% had problems, according o the city cleck's office: . . o - . .
- Six were for residents who told the city elerk’s office they had not signed the forms or authorized them
to be filed. - ) . ) - ’
3,230 applications contained addresses that don't exist or are outside of Racine.
.+ 96 could not be processed because they were missing information.

-+ Signatures-on applications purporting to be for Danjelle Pflugrad, Paul Pflieger and Henry Pflieger were

"suspiciously similar.” All three were alreddy registered to.vote; . . .
- About 150 of the applications rejected by the clerk’s office were reviewed by the Milwaukee Journal-
Sentife): . L ) e - - ) . . S
L Eighty'hud addresses-that don't exist or are outside of Racine. = -

~'One application attempted to register Tasha Jackson, but the signature an the form was Jackson Tasha. -

- ~ Signatures appeared similar on Alh_rei: forms purporting _lo'appiy for Albért Weils of Austin St. One.

‘Froject Vote employee dated one applicalion Aug. 4; thic other two applications, filed by two othc;’Projg&t -

Vote employees, were dated Aug. 6.

Project Voté filed 483 more appl,ivcaﬁons in Racine lqs; week that have not )_Arel' bc’eﬁ, reviewed By the €lerk’s

" office.
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Voter registration drive comes under scrutiny

A'gmub lhz;t says it has régiStcrcd 30,000 voters in southeastern Wisconsin could fact a criminal
investigation because of voter registration applications that may have been filed fraudulently. Acting

Racine City Clerk Carolyn Moskonas said Tuesday she will ask the district attorney’s office to investigate - -

" atleast six voter registration applications filed by Project Vote .- That non-profit organization, which also -
has filed scores of Racine applications that contain bogus-addresses, has fired its Racine-area coordinator

because of problems with the filings'....The same problem kas surfaced in néighboring Caledonia, said - -

Town Clerk Wendy Christensen, She has asked Caledonia police to investigate cases in which four

" . Tesidents said they had not signed applications turmed into the clerk’s office; including at least two

subitted by Froject Vote.... Whether the possibly Fraudulent voter registration applications could lead to *

‘any widespread voter fraud seems unlikely, because anyone wanting lo vote in-someone else's name would -

- have to know which faked applications were processed, Moskonas and Christensen said. But they said.they .

could ot guarantee-that they will catch all of the applications ihat have problems:... Project Vote - which’ .
.. pays workers $7 an hour and $1.50 per application aftér they reach a queta - has filed nearly 1,900.voter -
registeation applications with the city in the past couple of monthis.... Project Vote targets.first-time voters.
and the "disenfranchised® and has filed 30;00(1voter;rcgistgatip|i applications in Milwaukee, Racine and - -
Kenosha. http:/fwww.jsonline,com/news/racine/sc 040262511.a5p - e T T

- SEPTEMBER 30, 2004 - .

 2voter registration- workers in court oncriminal charges

‘Racite - ‘T'wn people ‘implicated in possibly fraudulént voter registrations here are being prosecuted: for
unrelated crimes, court records show. Botk of those workers are Milwaukee residents who, like other
‘Frofect Vote workers; are-paid $7 2n hour and, after meeting a quota, $1.50 for each voter registration

- applization they fie: They would not b reached for comment....Also Wednesday: + .

* Acting Racife City Clerk Carolyn Moskonas asked the district atttney’s office to. investigate: .
irregularities in several voter registration applications filed: by Project Vote. In seven of the cases, residents;

' _ investigator also would participate, -

* Moskonas revoked the "députy régistrar” designations the city had- given to four Prbject Vote workers -

including the two facing the unrelated criminal charges - because of "problems and irregutirities” with
. voter registration forms they filed. - ‘ L . : ' : -
* Doris Alexander, head of Project Voie’s Milwaukee office, said she had terminated all of the workers
; who.registered voters in Racine. She sent the group's new Racine coordinator. and several newly hired-
" ‘workers to Racine.on Wednesday to take the mandatory city class for registering voters. L

' Prbjecl Vote workers were certified b y the Cityof Racine as registrars.after completing a ity elass and
- swearing that they would conduct their work honestly. The group submitted 1,389 voter-registraticn

applications-in Racine before the Sept. 14 primary election and 483 more last week that have yet to be. .
ht :/{www.'soqIine.comv’newslrac_ine/se 041262820 asp?format=print

OCTOBER 1, 2004
Deputy registrar ma y have violated state election law
A Milwaukee man whb'w;:rkcd i
the people whese voler registration applications he-signed... A prosecutor and two election officials said

. that, if true; such action by the fired employee of Project Vote appears to be a clear vielation of state

n a Racine voter registration drive said Thursday he never met with any of -
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election law on voter registrations.... Robert Marquise-Blakely, 23, of Milwaukee was one of a handfil of
Project Vote workers-who became a deputy registrar in Racine by taking a class over the summer at the
Racine city clerk's office. His name appears on numerous Racine voter registration applications, but the o
clerk’s office could not estimate how many . Reacting to earlier news this week about Project Vote's
probilems in Racine, the state Republicasn Party asked the state Elections Bosrd to create emergency
‘rules to ensure that the Nov. 2 election goes smoothly ... But the Elections Board director said such rules

- are not necessary and are not likely to be adopled, and leaders of the state Democratic and Libertarian

" parties said they would not support the. proposal. http://www.jsonline.com/néws/racine/sep04/263 174.asp -

| OCTOBER 2, 2004
Milwaukee seeks voter form probe

' The Milwaukee Blection Commission has asked the district attorney's office to review 31 voter registration,

© . applications that ave “suspicious, " officials ¢onfirmed: Friday. The request appears to be similar to one made

this week by Racine officials, who asked the Racine County district attorney's office to investigate seven -
* volerregistration applications filed by a’ groap called Project Vote, Lisa Artison, executive direcior of the -
_ Milwaukee Election Commission, could not be reached ... Patrick Curley, chief of staff to Milwaukee

‘Mayor Tom Batrett, said. that while the suspicious dpplications raisé concern, there istio evidence of
widespread voter registration problems... Coricerns about-voter registration drives, which are operating at
" unprecedented levels in some Wisconsin cities, wefe raised this week becavise of flie probleins in Radine.

" The local director ©of Project Vote, which says it has filed more than 1 million voter registration . .
-applications in 25 states, said thé group's entire Racirié staff was fired because of the problms... Acting -
* Racine City Clerk Carolyn Méskonas and Kevin Keanedy, executive direcior of the state Elections Board,

said-this week that they don't beliéve the problems uncovered in Racini¢ indicate @y risk of widespread |
. fraud in the Nov: 2 election. They agreed, however, that the glut of voler registration applications filed this R

- year.- estimated by Kennedy at 200,009 statewide - makes reviewing the applications more

difficult.. Earlier Friday at a Milwaukee city budget hearing ... Artison said she: made Tt clear "any voter
segismation where fraud is a possibility will be immediately referred to the Milwaukee County district. -
altorney's office.” ht W, so'nIihe.qqmlﬂc\ysfmetro/ocpoqlzﬁg4I—S‘.as_; ' B :

OCTOBER 20, 2004 = -

- ' RPWNEWS RELEASE: FELONS ILLEGALLY VOTING,
- REGISTERING TO VOTE IN WISCONSIN -
'Wisr.onsfﬁ’-s ,c'oumy:,sheriffs,' dist:"i'ctrat‘tomc)-r;s, election offi;:iaE and -U.S."Altérricy's.:.ire beiﬁg called upon

to ensure felons locked up in county jails are not allowed to illegally vole absentee i n-the cuirent election, ‘
afierat Jeast one felon.in the Dane County Jail illegally voted via abseitee ballot, and .12 others received™ - ’

o absentee ballots. The Republican Party of Wisconsin-has confirmed that the felons obtained the ballots ™

through a voter registration drive conducted at the, jail. As of today, Madison election officials teported that
they had not yet received the ballots in question, but RPW has reason to believe at least one has already
been sent from the jail. In'Wisconsin, it is a Felony for convicted felons to vote until after they have
completed their probation and parole terins ... According to today’s Milwaukee Journal Sentinel, nearly-
- 200 voters in at least 2 county jails — in Dane and Racine Counties - have been registeved to receive .
- abseatee ballots. The story goes on to report that there islittle or no oversight, and that election - &
>upervisors in both places would not conduct background checks on jail inmates who- are registering
© to vote and Seeking absentee ballots. . : S . :

OCTOBER 26, 2004
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'RPW NEWS RELEASE: DEMS ORDER COFFEE WITH THEIR
- KRINGLE IN BRIBERY ‘VOTE-A-THON

- A flyer for a Democrat-themed . ‘vote-a-thon’ planned for this Saturday on the state Capitol square in
Madison fails to disclose who is funding the effort and promises frée coffee ata local restaurant for taking
part, in polential violation of state law. The flyer. urges people to ‘gather and go’ to the City-County
Building in Madison. Thé flyer includes cartoon images of donkeys but has no legalty-required disclaimer
that highlights whois behind the political effort. The flyer also promises free coffee at the nearby Sunprint
- Calé, which typically cliarges $1.50-(tax included) for coffee. Wisconsin Statute 12,11 defines election
bribery ds “... any amouat of money, or any object which has utility independent of any political message it~
contains and the value of which exceeds $1.” (Emphasis added) “Unfortunately, the Democrats are - '
. increasingly relying on the troubling and illegal practice of bribery to rustle up votes,” Republican Party of
‘Wisconsin Executive Director Darrin Schmitz pointed out. “After the “smokes for votes’ case in 2000 and
the Jim Doyle campaign’s. shameléss bribery of the menially disabled with' quarters and kringle in. 2002, it
. appears the Demacrats are back to their old law-breaking tricks.? - -~ - : s

. - Voter drive using kids draws fire” -
Hundreds of public schoolchildien, some as.young as 11, are taking time: out of regular classes to canvass. -
neighborhoods im Milwaukee, Madisori and Racine in a get-out-the-vote effort organized by Wisconsin -~
"Cltizen Action Fund - a group whose umbrella.organization has endorsed John Kesry for president, The -
coalition says the effort is non-partisan, but because the group is targeting minority neighborhoods and . -
- . these with historically low votér turnout - overwhelmingly Democtatic areas - Républican operatives are
. &rying foul amid the bighly charged political atmosphere in the state. "They are exploiting schivolchildren

.. . on the taxpayers'dime o conduct what is clearly a Deniocratic, partisan get-out-the-vole effort," said Chris

 Lato, communications director for the, Republican Parly of Wisconsin. "To spend this time on-a clearly
partisan effort when thess kids should be ia school learning is shocking. It's a disgraceful use of taxpayer
“inoney.” The idea for the program was developed by Larry Marx, co-exceutive directdr of Wisconsin ©
~Citizen Action, a public interest gtoup whose mission is to "unite the political-clout of its- 74,000 individual
. membegs-and 207 affilate-organizations into a significant grass-roots force for-social. change around key.’
issues and clections in Wisconsin.” The program is part of the schiools" curriculsm and is enddrsed by
. Elizabeth Burmaster, the superiiitendent of the state's Department of Publi¢ Instruction: That jobisnon- © -
- partisan, but Burmaster was elected to it in 2001 with suppdrt of groups that traditionally back Democratic
candidales. Cotntered Lato: *Anyone claiming this is non-partisan is being amazingly disingenuous.” -
~ Students dre going door to doer and using phone banks to call homes urging citizens to register to vote and
to remind them where the polling places are. On election -day, hundreds of students plan to go out into the
community 1o ifiduce people to-go to the polls. Ringing doorbells in Ward 231 in Milwaukee's far south
side on Tuesday morning, Trenise Johuison, 11, and a dozen of her classmates-at Wisconsin Conservatory -
of Lifelong Learning, missed a variety of classes, including science, math.and reading. Bob Hudek, -
" Wisconsid Citizen Action Fund's co-executive director, said the reference to the Kerry endorsement was
removed to make room on the Web sité for information about polling locations. "Our members aie preity.
- ¢lear about where wé stand on the candidaics," he said. When they go door to door, students are instructed - - ‘
. mot to discyss their personal political views. But that as not always been the case, said Dave Weingrod, a. . -
- Wisconsin Citizen Action Fund member who has organized children at Milwaukee Education Center

.. Middle Schiool. "We try and steer.clear of political discussions, bist . . "." he said as his voice trailed off.

"F'm sure some conservatives could make a lot oat of this. But our motives are entively pare.” Likewise,
. Georgia Duerst-Lahti, chairman of the political science-department at Beloit College, said she finds merit in
+he program, but she wishes the people at Wiscansin Citizen Action would not "pretend they arg not

. paruisan.” "It's a liberal, lefty kinid of group, and everyone knows it,” she said. Any get-oul-the-vote efforl,

especially in urban areas, is likely to help the Democrats, said Duerst-Lahti. "There is absolutely a partisan

“aim here,” she said. hgg:/lwww.isonIi_ne.comfnestme'tro!p'c:t04f269887.asg‘
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stand. In niné of those cases, the G.()Pr'said voting records showéd someohe was listed as ‘ha\'r‘ing voted from

- . thataddress in recent elections A Joumal Séntinel review Thursday.of many of the names and addresses

confirmed some of the problems cited by the GOP, as well as ancovered additional niissing adi:lrc;s&s,

- "This is a black eye on the city of Milwaukee and the state of Wisconsin,” GOP Chairman Rick Graber

said. "These 5,600 addresses could be used to allow fraudulént voling. Whether it's deliberate or not, ~

somiething's wrong when you have people from addresses that don't exist.” _ Left undetermined Thursday:

. How miany of the challenged addresses are actually noin-existent and how many represent clerical errors,
" now-deinolished buildings or.attempts to vote fraudulently..;'Thc;S,GlQ_addia%éses_ cited by the GOP .~ -

‘repmen_.t about 1.5% of the 386,527 registrants, a number that now may be more than 400,000 based on the

- 20,000 new registrants officials cited this week ... The Journal Sentinel on Thursday reviewed some of the
questionable addresses cited by Republicans to deterrnine the validity of their complaint ... Of tlie 34.

OCTOBER 29, 3004 -

Vote ifiquiry sharpens focus

= An;id arenewed ptish Fﬁday by Republicans to 'gt_at some 5,600 names removed froim Milwaukee voiing o
: -lisl,s,.plfo's_ccutors began examining 560 new registrants that a city. review indieated are {from non-existent

-addresses... The same review by-the city aftorney's office, however, raised doubts about the-quality of the

GOPs original list, finding that hundreds.of the addrésses that the Republicans elaim are invalid and wan!

+ removed do, in fact, exist. Sonte others, according to City Attorney Grant Langley, can be éxplained by
© - . data entry errors; not altempted fraud, Meanwhile, city and state officials ar'e‘working’this weckendto
.establish a safeguard system that will - by Tuesday - highlight any addressés still in question.,."Nobody is-

"~ disputing the vast majority-of these are bad.addresses,” said Chris Lato;.a spokesman. for the state GOP.He. . -

said the party was working with. the city to review tha list,.questioned: the notion it fiad-significant problems

. EY0S stand... Langley, like Mayor Tom Barreit, acknowledges there are noh-existent or suspect addresses
* onthe GOP'list. But they say it is due to many. factors, not a case of massive voter fraud as some have
. intimated. Lato acknowledged human error may.be a factor in the bad addresses but noted they are an -
'ihyitat,io,n for fraud: "As long as they're on the list, s_.oinebody can vote froni-them.” : :
hitp:/fwww, 'soniine.cbm/néws/metro/_dctM/?.’/’O%t&,as - T

 RPW NEWS RELEASE: RPW SEEKS ELECTIONS BOARD
/ACTION ON PHANTOM MILWAUKEE ADDRESSES

.- The Republican Party of Wi_sco-nsi:; '(RPW) today called on the state-of Wisconsin Elections Board
to overturn fhe decision by the Milwaukee Election Commissjon to ignore the 5,619 addresses on the city’s

- today, found 68 of the addresses they surveyed — or 91.89% -- could niot be located. Other areas of concern:

- *  Thousands of non-existent or highly questionable addresses are currently on the City of "
Milwaukee’s voter registration rolls. The Milwaukee City Attorney, Mayor Tom ‘Barrett, the
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Milwaukée County District Atiorney-and the Milwaukee Journal Sentinel all acknowledge a large
* . number of bad addresses exist, potentially allowing for election day abuse. - D
* ~ Numerous reports of felons yoting, registering to vote and acling as voler registration deputies in
- Racine, Dane and Milwaukee counties. ) _ o
"+ The disenfranchisement of Wisconsinites currently in the military overseas, some of whom hive .-
yet to receive their baliots due to Democrat legal actions aimed at kicking Ralph Nader off the
.. ballot, or received their ballots too late to be.counted on &lection day, : B :
.* Thedecision of the Midison Mayér and City Clerk; in direct consultation with the Iohn Kerry '

OCTOBER 30, 2004
g GOP demands ID§ of 37,000 in city”
':L“iiii:ig a new kist of more than 37,000 questicnable addrésses, the state Republican Party demandzd

. Saturday that Milwaukee city officials require identification from alt of those voters Tuesday. If the city
. doesn'l, the party says it is prepared to have volunjeers challenge each individual - including thousands who

. by the 37,180 number, nearty seven times larger. "It's not a Jeap at all to say the potentjal for voter fraud is
~high in the cily, and the integrity: of the entire election; frankly, is at stake," said Rick Graber, state GOP, -

chairman: "The city’s records are in horrible shape.” Any inaceurate address; he said; is an. opening for.

someone 1o cast a fraudulent vote. However, many of the new addresses nowr cited might be eligible voters

who have voted for years without problems. City. Attorney Grant Langley labeled the GOP request

" "oistrageous.” ) '
and seme 18,200 more cases where no apartment number was listed for an existing buildinig. However, the
party didn't include any of those in its original challenge; filed three minutes before the 5 p.m. Wed nesday
deadline.... .Democrats say the effort is designed to give the impression it will be difficult to vote in
Milwaukee, in hopes of giving an advantage o President Bush over Democratic Sen. Yohn Kerry.... The
new addresses offered Saturday by Republicans muddied an already complicated matter and could slow

~ down attempls under way to institute safeguards on the injtial list... In conjunction with the Milwaukee -
County district attomey’s office, the ¢ity attorney’s office began reviewing the 5,619 names Friday. ki found

- many cases where an address does not exist but aléo hundreds where it believes an address does . :

- exist...The Journal Sentinel reviewed 74 of the addresses on the original list and found 68 of those do not
‘exist. Others, thongh, were likely to be clerical errors ... Citing its expanded list, the GOP argues any

" address-deficiency, such as no apariment number listed, constitutes ax invalid registration .. Lisa Aftison,-

 biead of the city Election Cormmission, said she takes any challenge or claim of fraud seriously, ... Langley .
- ih'dicalgt_j Friday. the district ‘attorney's office was reviewing about 500 new voter registrations that appear to
e from non-existent addresses, hetp:/www json Hine.com/news/metrofoct04/27 | i73.asp © i

- Newest voter list contains non-existent addresses -

- As the state Républican party raises questions about the validity of addresses on Milwaukee's voter rolls, a
Just-released list of newly registered voters Confainﬁat-li’__ast two dozen non-existent addresses, a Jowrnal
Sentinel review has found. The newspaper asked the ciiy's Election Commission for a list ofali voiers who
had registered 10 vote since April 6. The city on Friday provided a list of 16,408 niames and addresses, '

-.- The same list generated about 13,300 cases where incorrect apartment siumbers were !iéted, ’

-
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had staff members drive to Where those addresses should have becn, A total of 20 addresses - or 10% of the
sample of 200 - were verified as non-existent. In addition; on the initjal list of 16,000 voters, the newspaper
found five voters vegistered at addresses that are [isted on city records are vacant lots. Also, the-new list of
registered voters contains 34 instances in which peoplé with the same first name, fast name and middle

" Initial afe listed twice. Because a new state law prohibits elections.officials from zeleasing the birth dates.of -

""" Sentinel's Findings-are similar to what.state Republicans say they found in reviewing the city's enfire list of -

more than 300,‘000‘ registeréd voters. However, while somé of the problems on the master list of registered _
_volers could date hack years, the.discrepancies found on the list-of newly registered voters. surfaced in the .

© Check o-fbalfbt'réqaests uncovers problenis-. g

Records from the Milwaukee Election Commission show an absentee ballot for Tuesday's electionwas

: Ehersoh'ot_f.!héSAOO block of W, Congordia Ave: said she and her husband, David; each recéived two- - .
absentee ballots: Enerson said she returned the two exiras. Lisa Artison, executive directorof the
Milwaukee Elegtion Commission, said a couple of double mailings have occurred. Sherika Bocker, of the'
2300 block of N, 16th St.,-produced an absentee ballot she received in the mail but.said she did not. request

-~ it. She said she probably would not use it and would fnstead vote at-the polls, though she has not voted-

. before. Artison said the city received a fequest o mail absentee ballots to Booker for bath the September

- primary and Tuesday's election and did so. Keith Wunrow of the 1700 block of N. Prospect Ave,, wha lives

. in Teicson, Ariz., much of the year, is on the permanent fist to receive an absentee balot but hadn

' OCTOBER 31, 2004
T Voters likely to feél they're. being watbhed,

From poll watchers to prosecuiors to 'partfr-sponsor,ed éltonieyé. Wisconsin residents can expect .
unprecedented scrutiny when they.vote Tuesday. ‘Thousands of poll-watchers and- attorneys - from the

o parties, law enforcement zgencies and outside groups - will watch ihe process, and cach other. Although

both parties say they will have volunteers stationed across the state - and both-boast of a lead lawyer in . -
~each county - Milwaukee will likely be at the center of it afl .., Rcbﬁblic’:ans'sa}r their poll watchers will have
-a list of the disputed addresses and .will challenge anyone wha altemipts 1o vote from them. Democratic
. groups siy they will be there fo protect the rights of voters, With somie 20,000 new voters re gistered in the
- city; Milwaukee wards may become the front lines in whit could be a battle over individuat votes, Some of

the new-registrants were questioned by city glccfion officials, who referred them to the Milwaukee County
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* district attormey’s office. Meanwhile, a Journal Sentinel review found that at least two registrars, deputized )
by the city, are felons and are not legally aliowed to sign up voters. It is unclearhow many people the two .
registered ... In the city, some 1,600 paid poll workers will be joined by dozens of volunieer workers, .
‘members of Barrett's cabinet and othes high-ranking city employees, plis the paity-backed poll watchers
and poll watchers fromi outside groups... In addition, 40 county prosecutors will monitor sites, and.the U.S.
attorney’s offices in Milwaukee and Madison will have lawyers responding to complaints. So will the state
Department of Justice. ... Wisconsin has one 6f the most open voting systeis in the counlry, something
officials have pointed to with pride over the years as 4 reason for the stale’s traditionally high voter turnout.
Where some hail openness, others see laxity and the potential for fraud. Indeed, with-no identification
required for already-registered voters, and same-day registration available.for new.ones, it may be easier

- fora determined person to cheat the system - and harder for officials to catch them. For instance, these who

. tnove from ong city 10 another -'say Wauvatgsa to Milwaukee - could well be listed and vote at both
addresses, something a statewide voter listwould curb in [uture elections. Now, someone could vote ata
ward using the name and address of someone else already registered, provided they arrive first; And felons

‘could register at the polls and vote, as. workers do not have the ability 16 do.an‘the-spot backgroupd.

.- checks..."In 2000, we did very liftle in terms of poll watching and.voter fraud and clearly it happened,” -

‘said Rick Graber, chairman.of the staté Republican Party. "We'll have the most comprehensive program the
- party has'ever had.” Republicans will Rave atlorneys-on callin each tounty and some 5,000 volantéers"on

‘the ground," including those with get-out-the. vote efforts. Demacrats lave their gwn plins, which are.also
attorney-hedyy: more than 500 attorneys alone are to be involved... In addition to the parties, other groups

- “will be present, inchiding one financed by the People for the American Way Foundation and a host.of
.. others, including labor unions called the Election Protection Coalition.” : : '

) htm://wﬁrw.-isonI'ine.com/néws/metm/@ctﬂ#ﬂ’-fI 18%asp -

~ - Republican Party of Wisconsin (RPW) Chairman Rick Graber released'a

- statement after the annotmcement of a séttlement that, at the urging of RPW,

. the City of Milwaukee will take an unprecedented step towakd preventing .
' fraud and other illegal conduct.on eléection day. .

* " “With today’s announcement, Milwaukee city officiats are ackiiowledging a substantial problem
exists with thousands of faulty or non-existent addresses cirrenily found on the city’s voter registration -
rolls and they are beginning 1o deal with it. This resolution offers an additional layer of protection 1 assure
legal voters that their baliot will not bé disenfranchised bya fraudulently-cast vote from these bad '
addresses. Everyone — from the city attorney’s office, to the district atiomey’s office, to city hall; to the'
State Elections Board, to the Milwaukee Journal Sentinel — doesn’t argue with the fact that there are’

. efforts to date, the Republican Party will not formally challenge at'the polls on Tuesday the 37,000.
individual addresses mentidned over the weekénd en niasse. Of course there may still be challenges
- pursuant to Wisconsin Statutes on election-day and, in the case of a Tecount, alt faulty or phantom
" registrations will almost certainly be the subject of scrutiny.” e . o

NOVEMBER 1, 2004
Artison now at center of flap over voter regfs"t_r_ation cards

As the execulive director of the Milwaukee Election Commission, it's Lisa Arlison's job to ensure

" everything runs smoothly in today's eiection,Yel inrecent weeks, the commission has been at the center of
controversy, first over how mazny ballots it needed, then over whether newly registered voters were listin g

. nonexisient addresses. Mayor Tom Barrett has accused Republicans of stirring up those controversies to
disrupt voting in the largely Democratic city. On Monday, however, Barrett admitted Artison's staff had not

© processed. 15,000 1o 20,000 voter registration cards from newly registered voters. Barrett didn't learn about

the backlog uatil Monday, when he ordered other cily staffers into the election office in a last-minute push
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‘o get the job done before voters show up... Besides questions about her qualifications, observers wondered
. whether her jeb was 2 payoff for work by her and her husband, radio talk-show host Eric Vo, on Barrett'’s
’ éampaign - From April 1999'to June 2000, Lisa Artison was executive director of the Milwavkee County
* Community Justige Day chor_ting Center, then a new program for non-violent female offenders. That

period was marked by controversy ovéra move to the west side and questions about the ﬁqmbcr of women -
who either failed to show up or were kicked out. htp://www.jsonline.commews/metio/nov04/271618.ast

. State qukecé helped in race to add voters to Milwaukee fbl(s' o

(Reéorted_ Nov. 4, 2004)Gov. Jim Doyle conlributed 2 squad of state employees 1 a frénzied effort to'add- -

thousands of new names to Milwaukee voler rolls in the hours before Tuesday's election, joining
Milwaukee Mayor Tom Barreit, his family, friends and top staffers... Worried about thousands-of -
unrecorded new voter registrations in Milwaukee, Doyle provided about a dozen state employees, some
based in Madisen and others.in Milwaukee... They were dispatched to Ci ty Hall to help Barrett finish a joi

* the city Election Commission hiad not completed less than a day before the. polls opened. The drama-played

out the same day both President Bush-and Massachusetts Sen. John Kerry held.rallies

downtown... Aceording 1o Dbyle spokesman Dan Leistikow, Doyle "was concered that poi_enu‘all_y tépsof -

- thousands of voters could be disenfranchised at the-polls because theif voter registration forms could-not-be
-p;-occa;e&," Leistikew said. The governor a’Is_:o, was concernéd that Wisconsin not. "be the next Florida,? he

problem Monday; Barrett initially said that fore than 1,000 registrations needéd fo be processed.

- Ultimately, he put'the figure at 15,000 to 20,000...6n Thursdhy—, Lisa Artison, executive director of the city’
. Election Commiission, said she wasn't aware that state employees had been part of the troop of extra
. workets who pitched in to help her staff get the job done at the last minute. "People were volunleering to

help, and you don’t-stop them at the door to ask them, where they came from;” Artison said ... On Monday, it

* -was too late to meld the new registrations into the official voter rolls for Tuesday's efection, so.lhe-

registration forms were sorted by wird, ‘alphabetized and thén delivered by various volunteers fo the

- appropriate-polling places before the polls opened 4t 7 a.m.,, Curley 'said .. Chris Lata, spokesman for the

state Republican’ Party; safd the volinteer Operation with Barrett and others processing registration forms
was "bizarre and awfully slapdash. ... There's a mess there, and it's time the. mayor get serious about
cleaning it up;"... Barrett appointed Artison 1o her job last summer, -

hiy :llw.ww.'son.line._coinlnews]mettofﬂov041272598.a_s .

and aggressively,” Barreit said in a written statement Monday night. " All new voter registration informatior

will'be at the poils Tuesday morning.” Three dozen to four dozen city employees worked throughout the

. -day and much of the-evening torecord the registrations, and by 9:30 p-m., all had been completed, said
-Barrett's chief of staff, Pawick Curley ... Barrétt.only acknowledged the embarrassing scramble when

questigned about it during a iews conference, initially saying only "weli over 2 thousand” cards had not. X

trying to vete from about 5,500 addresses, which the state Republican Party has identified as non-existent

| bu'il&i_'ngs.- Chris Lato, a spokesman for the state Republican Party, labeled the situation a "messof

" . Mayor Tom Baryent ackﬁpwledgedvhe_.lcarﬁéd Monday that a significant number of new voter .registritibns -
- had.not beén processed because elections officials were swamped. "We responded to this discovery quickly
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Nov, 2. The voters did théir job by mailing in the ballots before the election, but somebody on the city
payroll dropped the ball. Per state law, Artison said, the uncounied ballots are in storage and soon will be -
destroyed ... About 6 p.m. on the hectic election day, Pat Curley, Barrett's chief of staff, wandered upstairs
-in City Hall to check on the happenings in the Election Commission’s offices. Realizing that absentee
‘ballots must bé delivered to polling places belore voting ended at 8 p.m.; Curley said, he asked whether that
had been done. Told that there- were thousands of cofapieted ballots still sitting at City Hall, Curley raised
questions about kow they could be delivered on time, he said. *Some staff person. said, "You know, the
" police used to help'us with that,’ * Curley recalled Wednesday. He quickly dialéd up Chief Nannette ,

- Hegerty, who dispatched eight cops in four squads to serve as delivery boys... The cops did their duty and.

deiivered all of the boxes of ballots before the 8 p-m. deadline, said Sgt. Ken Henning. No ballots, he said; ) ' o "

were returned {0 City Hall. "The officers did not go to other assignments, except to drop them off,”
Henning said. So, Yyou.may be wonderinig, why are there 238 uncounted absentee ballots still sitting in
"Artison's office? Artison contends. the cops failed to deliver all of the ballets and returned & couple of
hundred to her offige, *The ballots left the building, and the baliots cange back,” Artison said. "Certainly, .
- I'm not pleased with that.” Henniag, however, stood Brm-and repéated that thé pofice did nok.réturs a single
absentee ballot to Artisoni’s crew. hittp//www.jso nline comlriews/métro/nev04/276 1 84.a5p format=print ..

- - New rules sought for poll watéheérs. _
“Thé:state's top election official Wedn _
“do, saying some improperly Questioned volers and one demanded: lo ‘even it at thie: table with polt workers ©
© on Nov. 2. A few aggressive backers of both Bresident Bish and Democratic Sen. John Kerry "created
_sorme real jssues;” Elections Boazd Executive Director Kevin Kennedy told a legislative committee

: studying possible changes to state election’laws... Officials of the state Republican and Democratic parties

' said they both-held training séssions for their observers, GOP spokesman Chris Lato said-about 36 sessions

. wwere offered statewide, and members of the.party's "election integrity" program attended them. Lato said

esday called for niew rules on whiat partisan election-day observers cén_

about the GOP had about 10,000 workers on election day, including those watching for voter fraud and get-

ciit-the-vate volunteers. Democratic Party spokésman Seth Boffeli said his party held nine thiee-Hour -

: %aining sessions for more than 700 attorneys who helped monitor the polls. Lato and Boffeli both cifed
. exampics.of what they said was improper- behavior.by the other side's observers and:said they would -~
welcome new, tighter ru]és«elarifjring_exactly-whatclécﬁon_‘ observérs candd. P
http:Awww jsonling comi/news/state/novad/2761 0% asp - : '

NOVEMBER 18, 2004

‘Milwaukee Mayor Tom Basrett annousnces the for-inati’qn of an election day. task force to
review the events surrounding the November election. RPW Chairman Rick Graber sent
. - .aletter to Barrett regarding the announcement. : -

-Mayor Barrett, . ) o R .
On behalf of the Republican Party of Wisconsin, we acknowledge your decision to create a task force lo )
teview the many probems and concerns surrounding the city’s operation of clections as a step-in the right

. direction... However, it is quité disappointing to seg the panelists you have appointed to the fask force are

. closely tied to-the city ag emp'lqyecs_"and ad’mini_stratim_: insiders. For example, it is fair 1o question-whether .

critical assessment of the problems in the oifice she manages. The public deserves a full, independent,
waits-and-all accounting of the situation. A task force made up of government insiders is not the best way

- _ti:i Ins;ill_tmst tnat the'‘end result wall truly represent the scope of the problem...
- NOVEMBER 21,2004
 Election night crisis swept up firefighters, too

'The‘vm'orc info that slips oui, the more ilrsounds_‘ like Mayor Tom Barrett's office issued an all-points-
* bulletin-in a-panicked attempt to bail'out his eleetion chiefon ‘Nov. 2. Last week; the city sheepishly
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The Honorable Pete V. Domenici
United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510

Public Letter of Qualified Admonition

Dear Senator Domenici:

In response to a complaint of improper conduct reflecting upon the United States Senate,
the Select Committee on Ethics of the United States Senate issues this Public Letter of Qualified
Admonition to you pursuant to Section 2(d)(3) of Senate Resolution 338, 88" Congress, 2™
Session (1964), as amended by Senate Resolution 222, 106™ Cong., 1% Session (1999) and its

Supplementary Procedural Rules, Rule 3(g}(2).

The Committee’s action in this matter addresses your conduct in calling David C.
Iglesias, then the United States Attorney for the District of New Mexico, in October 2006 to
inquire about the timing of indictments in a pending New Mexico federal grand jury
nvestigation into allegations of public corruption relating to the construction of the Bernalillo

County courthouse.

The Commuttes finds no substantial evidence to determine that you attempted to
improperly influence an ongoing investigation. The Committee does find that you should have
known that a federal prosecutor receiving such a telephone call, coupled with an approaching
election which may have turned on or been infleenced by the prosecuior’s actions in the
corTuption matter, created an appearance of impropriety that reflected unfavorably on the Senate.

In making this determination, the Committee relied on general guidance under Rule 43 to
avoid communications with a federal agency on a matter in which it is “engaged in an on-going
enforcement, investigative or other quasi-judicial proceeding” (Senate Ethics Manual, 2003 ed.,
page 179). The Committee also considered the well-known duty of prosecutors to ensure the fair
and 1mpartial administration of justice and the publicity at the time of your call about the



handling of public corruption matters as an issue in the close election contest in the First
Congressional District of New Mexico.

On March 7, 2007, the Committee began its review of this matter. In the course of the
preliminary inquiry the Committee deposed, obtained sworn affidavits from or interviewed
numerous witnesses, including you, Mr. Iglesias, members of your Senate staff, current and
former executive branch officials and attorneys, and other private individuals. The Committee

‘reviewed extensive documents and records, obtained through subpoena, by voluntary production,
or available in the public record. The Committee also considered several submissions made by
you through, or made on your behalf by, your counsel.

In its inquiry mto all the circumstances surrounding your October 2006 telephone call to
Mr. Iglesias, the Committee considered a number of questions, concerns and factual issues which
we do not discuss in this letter because, as previously stated, the evidentiary record did not
provide sufficient support for any determination by the Conmnittee beyond that expressed above.
We do emphasize, however, that the Committee confined its inquiry to your October 2006 call to
M. Iglesias, its context and consequences and related actions by you or your office. It was never
a purpose of the Committee in this matter to inquire more broadly into actions that may have
been taken by others with regard to other United States Attorneys in the fall of 2006.

The Committee specifically notes and took into consideration your March 2007 public
statement wherein you stated that:

I'called Mr. Iglesias late last year. My call had been preceded
by months of extensive media reports about acknowledged
mvestigations into courthouse construction, including public
comments from the FBI that it had completed its work months earlier,
and a growing number of inquiries from constituents. I asked Mr.
Iglesias if he could tell me what was going on in that investigation
and give me an idea of what timeframe we were looking at. It was a
very brief conversation, which concluded when I was told that the
courthouse investigation would be continning for a lengthy period.

In retrospect, I regret making the call and I apologize.
However, at no time in that conversation or any other conversation
with Mr. Iglestas did I ever tell him what course of action 1 thought
he should take on any legal matter. [ have never pressured him nor
threatened him in any way.



The Committee appreciates your candor.

With this Public Letter of Qualified Admonition, this matter is closed.

— Sincerely,
52;// 4“0"“‘@
arbara Boxer John Corfiyn)
Chairman Vlg;:'{'}hamnal;«

Mark Pryor, Member

Sl Bros

Sherrod Brown, Member akson, Member
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MR. BHARARA: I want to understaﬁa what that
assumption was based on and why wasn't it something more
than an assumption and wasn't, in fact, knowledge, if I may.

First of all, you didn't say it was an assumption.
You used the word "know." Correct?

MR. SAMPSON: I used the word "know" in a
collioquial sense. You know, I have sometimes barged into
somecne's office and said, "I know you're busy." I didn't
really know they were busy. I assumed they were busy, and
that's the sense that I used the word "know" in this e-mail.

MR. BHARARA: Am I correct that in this e-mail you
are talking about a risky proposition, which is using the
interim authority to help keep Tim Griffin in office as the
U.5. Attorney in Arkansas? 2Am I correct?

MR. S5AMPSON: I really don't have anything to add-

MER. BHARARA: I can aék it in a better way. Am I
right that--tell me if I understand the point you are trying
to make here. Am I correct that you are saying in this e-
mail that test driving this authority with Tim Griffin is
dangerous encugh that you will lose that authority, that
authority you testified was important to the Attorney
General and that he cared about, it was important enough
because you know, according to your words, you know that
getting him appointed was important to Harriet and Karl. Am

I correct?

LTSA DENNIS COURT REPORTING
(410) 729-0401



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

166

MR. SAMPSON: I don't think I have anything to add
other than what I testified to at my hearing. This was a
bad staff idea that ultimately was not adopted by the
principals.

I think, if I may, in the e-mail I said, and I
quote, "but know that getting him appointed was important to
Harriet, Karl, et cetera." And I believe that when I wrote
this e-mail--which I didn't think a lot about. It was an e—
mail. It was as if I was having a conﬁersation. I put
"Karl" there because I assumed that it was important to
Karl. And to the best of my recollection, I assumed it was
important to.Karl because I knew from conversations that it
was important to Scott Jennings and te Sarah Taylor. But
that's the extent of what T knew. I didn't really know that
it was important to Karl. I assumed it was’because it was
important to those two people who worked for him. But when
I drafted this letter later in February, I thought to
myself, "Do I know that Karl Rove is even interested in Tim
Griffin serving as United States Attorney?"” And I thought
to myself, "I don't even know that."

So I drafted it and then sent it to the White
House to be sure that it was accurate, and I was not
disabused of that notion.

MR. BHARARA: So when you wrote the 12/19 e-mail,

you were making an assumption--this was reflective of an

LISA DENNIS COURT REPORTING
(410) 729-0401
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And there were four U.S. attorneys who were added to the list sometime there in
mid-October, and appeared on the list on November 7, or —-- or during that periocd of
time. And they were close cases. They were U.S. attorneys who, for a variety of
reasons...

SPECTER: Mr. Sampson, I have your answer. 2And T need to move on because of the
limitaticn of time.

SAMPSON: Very good.

SPECTER: Are you prepared to swear under oath that no U.S. attorney was asked
to resign because the U.S. attorney was pursuing an investigation which you thought was
too hot, or was failing to undertake a prosecution which you thought should have been
made? ’

SAMPSON: To my knowledge, that was the case.

SPECTER: OK.

Well, let me turn to the issue as to the candor or truthfulness of the attorney
general.

In his press conference on March the 13th, Attorney General Gonzales said that
he was not involved in any discussions relating to the issue. But the e-mails show that
on November 27th, there was a meeting which Attorney General Gonzales attended which
took up the issues or, apparently, discussions on the U.S. attorney appointments.

Was your e-mail correct that Attorney General Gongzales was present at a meeting
on November 21st, at which there wers discussions about U.S. attorneys?

SAMPSON: I don't think the attorney general's statement that he was not involved
in any discussions about U.S. attorney removals is accurate. And...

SPECTER: Is what? Is accurate?
SAMPSON: I don't think it's accurate. T think he's recently clarified it.

But I remember discussing with him this process of asking certain U.S8. attorneys
to resign. And I belisve that he was present at the meeting on November 27th.

SPECTER: So he was involved in discussions, contrary to the statement he made
at his news conference on March 13th?

SAMPSON: I believe yes, sir.

SPECTER: In the limited time I have remaining, I want to come to one final issue
frem this round. And that is the question of whether there was a calculation by the
Department of Justice to use this new provision in the Patriot Act to aveid Senate

© 2009 Thomson Reuters. No Claim to Orig. US Gov. Works.
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confirmation or Senate scrutiny on replacement U.5. attorneys.

Without going into it now, because I have no time left but want to finish the
question, isn't it true, as these e-mails suggest, that there was a calculation on your
part and the part of others in the Department of Justice to utilize this new provision
to avoid confirmation by the Senate and to aveid scrutiny by the S8enate and to avoid
having senators participate in the selection of replacement U.S5. attorneys?

SAMPSON: Senator, that was a bad idea by staff that was not adopted by the
principals.

I did advocate that at different times. But it was never adopted by Judge Gonzales
or by Ms. Miers or any of the...

SPECTER: But it was adopted. It was your idea —- at least your idea, according
to the e-mails.

SAMPSON: I recommended that at one point.
SPECTER: But you're saying that others didn't adopt it?

SAMPSON: I was the chief of staff, and I made recommendations of different dptions
that the decision-makers might pursue. 2And I did recommend that at one point. BRut it
was never adopted by the attorney general.

SPECTER: Was it ever rejected by the attorney general or Ms, Miers?

SAMPSON: It was rejected by the attorney general. He theught it was a bad idea
and he was right.

SPECTER: Dc you have an e-mail or any confirmation of that rejection?
SAMPBON: I didn't communicate with the attorney general by e— mail, so I don't.

SPECTER: Well, I1'1ll pick this up in the next round. I think there's a lct more
to it from the e-mails, which I1'11 get into in detail.

LEAHY: Thank vyou, Senator Specter.

I'm somewhat boggled because that's exactly the provision of the Patriot Act, now
been repealed by the Congress, that was used. It was an idea never adopted by anybody.
Somehow miraculously it was used, alt least for sight of these U.S. attorneys.

Senator Schumer?
SCHUMER: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Again, Mr. Sampson, let me thank you for coming here voluntarily. I think that's
most appreciated.

© 2009 Thomson Reuters. No Claim to Orig. US Gov. Works.
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GONZALES: Why would we send
was concerns about her numbers.

s about immigration? Because there

SCHUMER: 1Is it general policy of the Department of Justice when they have problems
with a U.S. attorney to let a Congress member tell them something is wrong or is the
department suppesed to communicate directly with the U.$. attorney?

GONZALES: Here's what I'1l say: I think we should have done a better job in
communicating with Ms. Lam. T think we should have done a better job in communicating
with all of these United States attorneys. I've already conceded that, and that's one
of the things that we're going to institutionalize moving forward.

SCHUMER: But, sir, the issue goes beyond that. It goes to who is telling the
truth around here.

(CROSSTALK)

SCHUMER: You are saying -- you said a minute ago she was told. She is saying,
Kyle Sampson is saying, she was not told.

Tt's beyond doing a better job. It's getting to the real truth in a hearing where
you've had a month to prepare, where all of these things are public. It's a key question
and 1t's still an answer that contradicts what others have said, but I'm going to move
on because I have limited time.

This is about another issue. There's a real questien raised by this investigation
about whether you and the Department of Justice intended to bypass the Senate's role
in confirming the U.$. attorneys. It -relates to the law that Senator Feinstein passed
and all but two of us in the Senate voted for.

And equally tfoubling, as T mentioned, there's a real guestion about whether you
were honest with the members of Congress about your intent. 2And this is a serious matter.

GONZALES: I agree, Senator.

SCHUMER: So let me ——- to emphasize how serious ~- I want to read to you what Senator
Pryor had to say on the floor of the Senate about his interactions with yeou as...

GONZALES: Can I see his transcript?
SCHUMER: Yes, but I'11l read it.

SCHUMER: Tt's very clear. And I'm sure you know it, his searing words, as you
will hear.

GONZALES: I would like to see it.

SCHUMER: We'll get it to you.
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As everyone here knows, Senator Pryor is one of the most temperate members of the
Senate. He's mild-mannered, and his words are all the more striking fer that reason.
He said, quote, "The attorney general not only lied to me as a person but, when he lied
toc me, he lied to the Senate and he lied to the peoplie I represent."

I spoke to Senator Pryor yesterday. He stands by those words.

Now, Kyle Sampson wrote that ~- wrote to Harriet Miers last September -- that's
what he wrote —— he wrote that they wanted to do this plan of getting around the Senate
and appointing interim U.S. attorneys.

And he also told Congress that the White House never rejected the idea of evading
the Senate confirmation in the Eastern District of Arkansas.

According te Kyle Sampson, you became aware of this idea or plan in early December
of 2006. He told you about it; you did not reject it.

Then on December 1%th, Kyle Sampson is promoting this astonishingly perverse
plan. He's going forward with it.

And this poster which we have here -~ and I'll get ycu a copy of what it says --
shows it. Sampson's advice to the White House is,. quote, "We"™ -~ we, meaning the
department -- "should gum this to death, to run out the clock.™

He lays out a specific plan for running out the clock: The Department of Justice
should ask Arkansas senators to mest Tim Griffin, give him a chance; after that, the
administration to pledge to desire a Senate-confirmed U.S. attorney and so forth.

The plan was to use these tactics of delay so Griffin could stay in, without Senate
confirmation, until the end of the president’'s term.

But now, four days befeore Kyle Sampson sends that plan, you personally talked with
Senator Pryor. Kyle Sampson testifies that he was in the room -- you talked to him twice,
he was in the rcom on one of those occasions -- about Tim Griffin.

Kyle Sampson says you talked with Senator Pryor two times. He was in the rcom. And
you said to Senator Pryor that you wanted to go through a Senate confirmation. This
is in Pecember.

GONZALES: Yes.

SCHUMER: Well, what would you think if you're in Senator Pryor's shoes? There's
a plan to circumvent U.S5. attcrneys early in December. You go along with that.

GONZATES: I didn't go along with it.

SCHUMER: On December 19th, a memo was sent to implement it. Yet, on December 15th,
you're on the pheone with Senator Pryor saying oh, neo, no, you're going to get confirmation.
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So, which is it? Again, did Kyle Sampson put out this memo completely on his own?
GONZALES: Senator...

SCHUMER: And if he did -- I mean, you can't have it both ways. If your chief of
staff is implementing a major plan that contradicts what you just told the U.S. senator
from that state, in my view, you shouldn't be attorney general.

And if, on the other hand, what you said to Senator Pryor contradicts the plan,
you also shouldn’'t be attorney general.

Can you explain what happened here?
GONZATES: Yes.
SCHUMER: Because I am totally sympathetic with what Senator Pryor said.

GONZALES: Mr. Sampson also testified, 15 to 20 times, in various ways, that I
either rejected this plan; I never liked this plan; I thought it was a bad idea: never
considered it; would not have considered it.

SCHUMER: ©No, he said that you did know about it.
SCHUMER: He told you about it.

GONZALES: Senator...

(CROSSTALK)

GONZALES: ... he said I either rejected it, didn't like, thought it was a bad
idea, wouldn't consider, didn't consider it.

SCHUMER: OK. Then he went ahead, when youdidn't like the plan, on December 19th?
GONZALES: Senator, I...
SCHUMER: That was later that you didn't like the plan.

Kyle Sampscn said in December you had no rejection of the plan. But let's even
assume you didn't like it.

What are we to think, as U.S. senators? Youdon't like a plan. Your chief of staff,
the man in charge of everything, even though you are saying, "Don't do this plan, " puts
out something to ge ahead and go forward.

Who's running the department?

GONZALES: Senator, I wasn't aware of this e-mail.
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But, again, I want to be very, very clear about this. I never liked this plan.

SCHUMER: You never liked the plan, and your chief of staff four days after you
assure Senator Pryor otherwise, puts out a detailed, step-by-step process on how to
implement the plan.

Does that indicate someone who's running the department?

GONZALES: Senator, Mr. Sampson has testified that this was a bad idea. 2And it
was a bad idea. And it was never accepted not only by me, but he also testified as to
the principals.

SCHUMER: Mr. Sampson said it was a bad idea in retrospect in February in March. In
December, he was going full bore ahead with the plan, as the memo you've just been shown

shows.

GONZALES: And he's also testified, if we're going to go on his testimeny, that
this is a plan I never liked, that I rejected it...

SCHUMER: No. That is not what he testified to, sir. Go look at the transcript.
In December, he says, you did not reject the plan when he talked to you about it.

GONZALES: Sir, I don't recall the exact tfime frame. But he also said that I never
liked this idea. I didn't consider it and wouldn't consider it.

LEAHY: Gentlemen.

SCHUMER: I would just say, sir, that it defies credulity that your chief of staff
four days after you tell somebody you're going cne way goes exactly the opposite way...

LEAHY: Senator...
SCHUMER: ... and says that you never rejected the plan when you say you did.
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

LEAHY: Obvicusly, though, you accepted the use of the provision in the Patriot
Act to replace a number of senators (sic). And now, in probably the strongest bipartisan
vote I've seen in the Senate in years, we've voted to remove that from the Patriot Act.

GONZATES: Senator, if you look at the record, the reauthorization of the Patriot
Act was March 9. The administration has nominated to virtually all these vacancies.
We are pursuing, and have been pursuing and respecting the role of the Senate. And I
take issue with Senator Schumer's characterization.

LEAHY: Well, we'll go -- we will go back to that. And we have been -- Senator
Graham has been waiting patiently.
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But I would note that when you talk about sending up nominations for these
vacancies, you send two nominations, 21 vacancies. That's one out of 10.

GONZALES: Senator, sometimes it's because we have to wait for recommendation of
home state senators. So let's leook at their performance as well.

LEAHY: Scmetimes I think one would look for the possibility of a nomination before
they start firing people. But...

GONZALES: We want to continue working with the Senate.

GRAHAM: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Is it my turn?

LEARY: 11711 let that one go. We have a difference of opinion.
(LAUGETER)

Go‘ahead, Senator Graham.

GRAHAM: Well, let's make sure that we understand the two things we're talking
about, in terms of plans.

Ona plan was to get rid of 211 93 U.S. attorneys at once. Is that correct?

GONZATLES: 3ir, I don't know if I would call it a plan. It was an idea that was
raised.

GRAHAM: OK. And it was shot down?
GONZALES: That is correct.

GRAHAM: OK. Now, this'plan that ycu were talking about with Senator Schumer

. involves what?

GONZALES: Tt was -- as I understcod it, what I expected Mr. Sampson to do was
coordinate a review of all U.S. attorneys and make an evaluation, make a recommendaticn
to me, as to where there were issues of concerns of particular U.3. attorney districts

where it may be appropriate to make a change to benefit -- for the benefit of the
department.
GRAHAM: Well, this December memo that he's talking about, or e- mail -- what's

the peint there?

From your point of view, how do you reconcile the conversation with Senator Pryor
in the e-mail?

GONZATES: Senator, it's difficult for me to reconcile the conversation. A1l I
know is what I communicated to Senator Pryor, in good faith.
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Office of Legislative Affairs

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

March 28, 2007

The Honorable John Conyers, Jr.
Chairman

Commitiee on the Judiciary

U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

The Honorable Linda T. Sanchez

Chairwoman

Subcommittee on Commercial and
_ Administrative Law

Committee on the Judiciary

U.S. House of Representatives

Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Chairman and Madam Chairwoman:

The Department of Justice has received a number of inquiries from congressional staff
relating to the Department’s letter of February 23, 2007, which I sent in response to a letter of
February 8, 2007, from Senators Reid, Durbin, Schumer, and Murray. On review, it appears that
certain statements in the February 23 letter are contradicted by Department documents included
in our production in connection with the Committees’ review of the resignations of U.S.
Attorneys. We sincerely regret any inaccuracy.

As explained in the letter that accompanied our production on March 19, 2007, and in our
letter of March 26, 2007, the Department has provided deliberative documents concerning the
preparation of the congressional testimony by Department officials on the resignations of the
U.S. Attorneys out of concern that Department officials may have provided inaccurate or
incomplete information on those occasions. Because of the apparent contradiction between the
February 23 letter and Department documents included in the production, we now conclude that
the same reasoning applies to the Department’s intemal documents reflecting the preparation and
transmittal of the February 23 letter. Accordingly, I enclose with this letter an additional 202
pages from the Office of the Attorney General, Office of the Deputy Attorney General, and
Office of Legislative Affairs (Bates numbers OAG000000958-QAG000001050,
DAG000002228-DAG000002293, and OLA000000001-OLAG00000043). These documents
reflect the preparation and transmittal of that lefter. They include minimal redactions of personal
information.



The Honorable John Conyers, Jr.
The Honorable Linda T. Sanchez
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We hope that the enclosed information is helpful. We will continue to review the
materials we have collected to determine if additional disclosures are warranted. Please do not
hesitate to contact this Office if you would like to confer about this matter.

Sincerely,

L AAA. T

Richard A. Hertling
Acting Assistant Attomey General

Enclosures

cc The Honorable Lamar Smith
The Honorable Christopher Cannon





